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The Seace CEQA Guidelines (Secrion 15355) scace chat a cumulative impact is creaced as a resulr of 

che combinacion of ehe projecc evaluaced in che EIR cogecher wich ocher projeccs causing relaced 

impaccs. Seccion 15130 of che CEQA Guidelines requires thar an EIR addcess cumularive impaces ofa 

projecc when che projecc's incremenral effecc would be cumulacively considerable, wherein 

"cumulacively considerable" refers ro rhe individual projecr's effecc wich respecc co pasc, currenc and 

probable projecrs. This seccion addresses ehe cumularive impaces of implemencing the Salk Institute 

Master Plan project (proposed project) in conjunction wich ocher projeccs in ehe area. 

7.1 CUMULATIVE PROJECTS SETTING 

Projecrs in ehe vicinicy of che proposed projecc considered for che analysis of cumulacive issues (i.e., 

land use, visual qualicy/neighborhood characcer, biological resources, hisrorical resources, 

craffic/circulacion, air qualiry, noise, hydrology/wacer quality, geology and paleontological resources) 

are mapped in Figure 7-1, Cumulative Projects, and briefly described in Table 7-1, List of Cumulative 

Projects In Study Area. The study atea for the cumularive analysis includes all development and 
\ r t 1 - TTTOT •-roncr-»r\rr̂ ri<-\n T^'ccts in the western ^ortion ^f the Universicy Community Plan a^ea ....w... .•_*,~ 

deemed by the City as likely to concribuce co che cumulacive impaccs analysis for che proposed projecc, 

given cheir locacion on ehe same circularion syscem and wichin che same geographic area. 

Developmenc projecrs wichin che La Jolla Communicy Plan area were excluded from che cumularive 

analysis because chey would affecc a differenc circularion syscem and are geographically separaced from 

che Salk Inscicuce (Inscicuce) campus by UCSD propercy. 

Table 7-1 
LIST OF CUMULATIVE PROJECTS I N S T U D Y AREA 

Projecc N a m e 

1 

2 

Universiry of California, San 
Diego 2004 Long Range 
Development Plan (LRDP) 

La Jolla Village Drive 
Widening 

Descr ipr ion 

Function 

Academic 
Administration/General 

Services 
Public Venue and Sports 
Housing and Dining 
Hospital and Clinics 
Science and Research Park 
Total 

2002-2003 
(Actual gsf*) 

5,156,000 
718,000 

823,000 
3,059,000 

326,000 

10,082,000 

2020-2021 
(Projected gsf*) 

9,437,000 
891,000 

1,401,000 
5,594,000 
1,186,000 

650,000 
19,159,000 

Increase the number of lanes on La Jolla Village Drive from 1-5 to 
Revelle College Drive, widen Oilman Drive overcrossing and 
reconfigure intersections along this segment. 'Project construction will 
be complete in late 2005. 

7-1 

file:///rt1


0 0 0 ^ 

Salk institute Master Plan 

\a lElR (SCH No. 2004111049 ; Projea No. 44675) 

Seaion 7.0 

Cumulative Impaas 

T a b l e 7-1 ( c o n t . ) 

L I S T O F C U M U L A T I V E P R O J E C T S I N S T U D Y A R E A 

P r o j e c t N a m e 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

I-5/La Jolla Village Drive 
Overcrossing and 
Interchange 

I-5/Genesee Avenue 

Inrerchange _.. 

N o r t h Coast Interstate 5 

HOV/Managed Lane 

I-5/Sorrento Valley Road 
Interchange 

I-5/I-805 Widening 

University Area Super Loop 

Bus 

Mid-Coast Light Rail 

Transit 

Hillel of San Diego 

D e s c r i p t i o n 

Widen 7,000 feet of roadway, including the overcrossing, and improve 
other conditions at the interchange 

Widen and lengthen existing Genesee Avenue bridge. Project has 
been linked up wich I-5/Sorrenco Valley Road Interchange project 

..listed, below. ̂ Constructi on timing, dep ends on. engineering, . 
environmental and funding schedule o f the combined project. 

Construct managed lanes in each direction on 1-5 from La Jolla Village 
Drive norch co Harbor Drive in Oceanside. Environmencal studies 
should be completed in 2008, with conscruccion beginning in 2009-

Redesign I-5/Sorrento Valley Road interchange and add auxiliary lanes 
between La Jolla Village Drive and Sorrento Valley Road. Project 
linked to I-5/Genesee Avenue Interchange project. Construction 
timing depends on engineering, environmencal and funding schedule 
of the combined project. 

Conscrucc a separate freeway bypass sysrem from the junction of 1-5 
and 1-805 co the Del Mar Heights Road interchange. Project is 
currently under conscrucrion, wich northbound lanes opening to traffic 
in Fall 2005 and completion of project anticipated in Fall 2 0 0 7 . 

High-frequency commuter bus project that would serve the campus 
and the rest of the University Community (engineering and 
environmentai work currendy being conducted by SANDAG) 

Construct an 11-mile extension of the San Diego trolley system from 
the Old Town Transit Center to University City. Environmenral and 
preliminary engineering is commencing. 

Construct a 12,100-square foot student cencer on a vacant lot bounded 
by La Jolla Village Drive, La Jolla Scenic Way, and La Jolla Scenic 
Drive. Proiect approved Mav 2006resubmitted in Mav 2008 after 
court ruling. 

Sources: USAI 2006; UCSD 2004a; City of San Diego 2 0 0 6 2 0 0 8 . 
* gross square feet 

As shown in Table 7-1, cumularive projecrs in the study area include the UCSD 2004 LRDP, which 
proposes ro add classrooms, housing, science and research facilities, administrarion offices and parking 
ro various locations wichin ehe campus. The 2004 LRDP Land Use Plan idencifies Academic, 
Recrearion and Spores, and Adminiscrarion uses norch of che Inscicuce properry and Housing, 
Academic, and Sports and Recrearion uses co che ease (sec Figure 5-1-4 for a graphic depiction ofthe 
land-use plan for-the-U€&D campus). Ocher projects considered in the cumulative analysis include 
transportation improvement projecrs rhac will widen La Jolla Village Drive; improve 1-5 interchanges 
at Genesee Avenue, La Jolla Village Drive and Sorrenco Valley Road; conserucr managed lanes on 1-5 
norch of La Jolla Village Drive; and improve che I-5/I-805 merge. Planned public rransporraeion 
projeccs, include che Universicy Area Super Loop Bus and ehe Mid-Coasc Light Rail Transit (LRT) 
projects. A private student center adjacenc eo ehe UCSD campus is also included in che cumulacive 
analysis. 

{" 
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UCSD 2004 LRDP 
La Joiia Village Drive Widening 
l-5/La Jolla Village Drive Improvements 
1-5/Genesee Avenue Improvements 
North Coast 1-5 HOV/Managed Lanes 
l-S/Sorrento Valley Road Improvements 
1-5/1-805 Interchange Widening 
Super Loop Bus* 
Mid-Coast LRT* 

10 Hillel of San Diego 
*The specific locations of projects 8 and 9 
have not yet been determined by SANDAG. 

Date: 09/06/06 
I:«1IS\S\SAL-0I S«lk\MiipiEIR\Fig7-l_Cuinul»uvejiud -JP 

\ Cumulative Projects 
SALK INSTITUTE 

Figure 7-1 



A 0 f\ 0*/( ffl^ Institute Masier Plan Seaion 7.0 
U U U J ^ ^ - ^ £ / j ; ^ ^ No_ 2004111049; Projeci No. 44675) Cumulative Impaas 

•/ The analysis of cumulacive impaces associated wich regional issues (e.g., air qualiry) is based on 

regional plans and policies, such as che Circularion Elemenc of che University Community Plan 

(Communicy Plan) and Progress Guide and General Plan (General Plan), and che Multiple Species 

Conservarion Program (MSCP) and Cicy of San Diego's MSCP Subarea Plan, Councy of San Diego's 

Regional Transporcaeion Plan (RTP), Scace Implemencacion Plan (SIP) and Regional Air Qualiry 

Seraregy (RAQS). 

7.2 CUMULATIVE EFFECTS ANALYSIS 

Cumulacively significanc impaccs are assessed when rhe proposed projecr would concribuce co a known 

exiscing significanc impacc occurring in a communicy where addirional incremenral effecrs would 

exacerbare che impacc. Section 5.0, Environmental Analysis, ofthis report idencified significanc impaccs 

of ehe proposed projecc in ehe areas of land use, biological resources, hisrorical resources, 

craffic/circulacion, noise (conscruccion-relaced), hydrology/warer qualicy, and paleoncological resources 

(addressed in Seccion 5.0, Environmental Analysis). Less chan significanc impaccs are idencified for ocher 

disciplines. 

A- i : - -U„ D..„c,-= - ^ -u:.. t;;„„t c r o -u,, «„„!;. 1— J^^;j„J .-« n i : m : n n . . a *.uD D m „ l ^ , , M A^,,^^^a 

faciliry and remporary housing quarcers from the proposed Salk Inseieuee Mascer Plan. Although no 

longer a parr of che proposed projecc. ehe environmencal analyses of chese componencs remain in che 

EIR because cheir removal from rhe Mascer Plan has lirrle bearing on ehe conclusions reached in chis 

seccion. 

7.2.1 Land Use 

Expansion of research facilicies and che addicion of ancillary uses, including a daycare facilicy and 

cemporary housing, ar che Inscicuce would be consistenc wich ehe planned land use on sice as ouclined 

in che General Plan, Communiry Plan and ehe North City Local Coastal Program/Land Use Program 

(LCP). As such, ehe proposed projecc would be consiscenc wich che policies wichin che applicable 

planning documencs. No ocher privace development proposals are wichin che cumulacive seccing 

idencified for ehe proposed projecr. UCSD has planned developmenc in che vicinicy of che proposed 

projecc. Local land use policies are noc enforceable on or applicable to che UCSD campus, however, 

and concinued expansion of UCSD (chrough che implementation of the 2004 LRDP) would be 

consistent with the Community Plan in terms of the development intensity (traffic volumes) allocated 

to the University. In addition, UCSD scaff and commiceees would evaluace each projecc for 

consiscency wich campus planning goals and neighboring land uses co address any pocencial land use 

issues during -ehe projecc planning process. . Furcher, UCSD is required co obcain a Coascal 

Developmenc Permic (CDP) direccly from ehe California Coastal Commission (CCC) for developmenc 

in che vicinicy of che Inseieuee campus. The CCC has specific policies relaced co proceccing public 

access and scenic and visual qualicies of ehe coasc chac would be applicable co che UCSD campus. 
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Therefore, no cumularive land use policy inconsiscencies would arise since any UCSD project proposed 

near che Inscicuce would be exempe from local policy review. However, CCC review of any fucure 

buildings in che coascal zone on campus would likely address similar issues co chose addressed by local 

land use policies. No physical land use inconsiscencies are ancicipaced becween che proposed projecc 

and any Academic, Recrearion and Spores, Housing and Adminiscrarion uses of UCSD propercy co che 

norch and ease of che projecc siee since chose cypes of inscicueional uses are complimeneary wich che 

Inscicute campus. All orher cumulative projects in the area would be consisrent wirh che RTP and 

would noc have any affecc on land use policy or development intensity in the vicinity of the proposed 

pioject. Therefore, the proposed project at rheTnstituee," combined with'oeher planned developmenc in 

ehe cumulacive scudy area, would noe resulr in cumulacively significanc land use compacibility impacts. 

The proposed projecc would be required to comply with the MSCP and Cicy MSCP Subarea Plan, 

which were developed ro address cumulacive impaces co sensicive habicacs and che species chac depend 

on such habicacs. As described in Secrion 5.1, Land Use, of chis report, the proposed projecr's impact 

to biological resources and adjustment of land into the MHPA would result in a net addition of 3-22 

acres of moderare ro high qualiry habirar. Ocher projeccs in che scudy area would have co demonscrace 

chac any impaccs co resources procecced by che MSCP would be offsec chrough micigacion consiscenc 

wich che provisions of che MSCP Subarea Plan. In concrasc, UCSD is a consricucionally creared unic of 

che Scace of California which is noc subjecc co municipal plans, policies and regulacions and is noc 

enrolled in rhe MSCP. Nonecheless, ic is a cruscee agency for irs nacural reserves and che goals of the 

2004 LRDP include open space preservarion and mirigarion chae is generally consiscent wich che 

incenc of the MSCP (UCSD 2004b). Thus, cumulacively significanc impaccs co policies proceccing 

biological resources would noc resulr. 

7.2.2 Visual Quality/Neighborhood Character 

As discussed under Seccion 5.2, Visual QualitylNeighborhood Character, che proposed projecr would noc 

subscancially block views of che Pacific Ocean or scenic coascal areas from Torrey Pines Scenic Drive 

and would nor affecc any views from Torrey Pines Ciry Park wesc of che projecc siee. Of che cumulacive 

projeccs considered in chis analysis, developmenc of che norrhwesc porrion of rhe UCSD campus (and 

in parcicular che undeveloped land norrh of ehe inscicuce properry along Torrey Pines Scenic Drive) 

has che mosc pocencial to affecc chese same sensicive views. Exiscing wescerly views of che ocean and 

coascal areas from Torrey Pines Scenic Drive across rhe undeveloped UCSD propercy are limiced due 

co copography (which blocks long-range views for over half rhe lengrh of rhe srreer) and che curvarure 

of che road (which focuses views due wesc of che travel lanes away from che UCSD propercy); 

cherefore, pocencial developmenc of academic buildings would likely incervene less wirh exiscing views 

chan che proposed projecc, where che dominanc views of ehe ocean and scenic coascal areas occuc. 

However, developmenc of academic uses on undeveioped land on che norch side of the road would 

change the characrer of ehe streerscape and, depending on che configuracion, heighc and massing of 

ehe buUdings, could concribuce co an obscruccion of views of the ocean and scenic coastal areas from 
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/— rhe streec. Similar to che proposed projecc, such views from public vancage poincs wichin Torrey Pines 

Ciry Park would remain unaffecred by pocencial UCSD developmenc due co ies locacion ease of the 

park. 

According co che 2004 LRPD EIR, che pocencial exiscs for UCSD developmenc eo block wescerly ocean 

views from a viewshed in che norrhern porrion of che campus chae is wesc of che Inscicuce campus, 

specifically Ridge Walk (UCSD 2004b). Users of Ridge Walk are UCSD scudencs, faculcy and visicors 

associaced with RIMAC events and would not be ehe same individuals affecced by ehe proposed 

"Insriruce projecc (i.e., drivefs'along T6rrey"Pines'Scenic"Drive)7~NbneelTeless, because developmenc "oh 

UCSD propercy adjacenc co ehe Inseieuee would occur wirhin a visually sensicive parr of campus, 

design review would be conducced by che UCSD Design Review Board (DRB) ro ensure che design is 

consiscenc wich che characcer of che area and chac viewshed impaccs are minimized (UCSD 2004b). If 

che pocencial for view blockage exiscs, UCSD planners, rhe projecr archicece and the project engineer 

would work rogerher ro maximize view preservarion through altered building massing; selecting 

excerior creacmencs and/or windows co reduce visibiliry or conrrasr; providing viewing areas wichin or 

through proposed development; and designing landscape in a manner rhat reduces view obsrructions 

(UCSD 2004b). Because limited views exisc and UCSD would implemenc a design review process and 

would incegrace measures eo minimize inccusions. pocencial cumulacive impaccs co views of ehe ocean 

and scenic coascal areas from Torrey Pines Scenic Drive would be considered less chan significanc. 

Pocencial cumulacive increases in lighc and glare associaced wich developmenc of che proposed projecc, 

in conjunction wich ehe UCSD propercy, would be less chan significanc due co che removal of overhead 

parking lighcs in boch locacions, projecc compliance wich che San Diego Municipal Code (SDMC) 

lighring requiremencs and UCSD's implemencacion of design review and campus compliance wich ehe 

UCSD Oucdoor Lighcing Policy and Oucdoor Lighring Design Guidelines. 

7.2.3 Biological Resources 

Implementation ofthe proposed project and other projecrs in the area would contribute to rhe loss of 

sensitive habitacs, direcr and indirecc impaces co covered species (in parricular rhe coascal California 

gnarcaccher) and direcc and indirecc impaccs co habicac wichin che Mulciple Habicat Planning Area 

(MHPA). The proposed projecr would noc resulc in direcr impacrs ro any narurally occurring wecland 

habicat or any Corps or CDFG jurisdiccional areas. Ocher projecrs in rhe area have che pocencial, 

however, eo impacc such resources due ro rhe presence of canyons and nacural drainages nearby. 

Habicac impaccs for projeccs within che Cicy would be offsec by required conformance wich che Cicy's 

MSCP Subarea Plan/MHPA Land Use Adjacency Guidelines and implemencacion of any applicable 

wecland permic condicions. Implemencacion of che UCSD 2004 LRDP would also have che pocencial 

eo increase impaccs co narive vegecacion communicies wichin che MSCP scudy area chae surrounds che 

campus by less chan 0.01 percenc (UCSD 2004b). Projeccs on che UCSD campus have ehe pocencial 

eo impacc ehe coascal California gnaccaccher and pocencially concribuce co impaces eo four orher 
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covered species. The campus open space syscem would provide for che conservarion of habicacs, 

including chose for covered species. The UCSD LRDP EIR conrains mirigarion co address direcc and 

indirecc impacrs co all sensicive habicacs and species occurring on campus and provides a framework 

for managing rhe open space syscem on campus (UCSD 2004b). 

The proposed projecc and ocher cumularive projeccs would concribure co che incremencal loss of nacive 

habicacs chac is occurring wichin che Cicy and along ehe coasc, in parcicular. This projecc's 

concribucion eo chese impaccs is considered minimal due-to the fact that proposed habitat loss would 

primarily~occur outside the" MHPA and would be compensated for In accordance with the MSCP 

requirements. Impacts to native habitat outside the MHPA were accounted for in the City's regional 

habitat conservarion planning efforts. The, proposed project's addirion of 3.221.27 nee acres of 

moderace- co high-qualicy habicac eo ehe MHPA combined wich UCSD's open space system would 

furcher improve regional habirar conservacion above levels assumed in che MSCP. 

Based on che micigacion requiremenrs placed on all projeccs* in che cumulacive scudy area and ehe 

ancicipaced habicac conservarion offered by ehe proposed projecc and che UCSD campus above levels 

assumed in ehe MSCP, che proposed projecc's concribucion co impaccs co biological resources would 

nnr he rnmnla r ive lv sipnifiranr, 

7.2.4 Historical Resources 

In addicion to the Insticuce's historic building, historic seccing and pocencial Camp Callan-era 

resources described in Seccion 5.4, Historical Resources, che UCSD LRDP EIR idenrified hiscoric 

resources on UCSD's campus include some remains of Camp Marchews and Camp Callan, the Torrey 

Pines Gliderporc, and buildings wichin che Scripps Insrirurion of Oceanography. Excepc for rhe 

Insrirure buildings and seccing (which are unique ro che pcojecc siee and would noe be affecced by 

surrounding or cumulacive developmenc), historic strucrures similar to those found In the project area 

have been conscrucced elsewhere, both in the local region and ac ocher locarions in rhe Unired Sraces, 

and are well documenced, including excensive phocographic invencory and archiceccural plans. The 

remaining milicary scruccures on che UCSD campus are nor considered significanc resources due co che 

loss of historical conrext and excenc of sice modificacion chac has occurred since urban developmenc of 

che area and universiry occupacion of che Camp Callan and Camp Matthews properries (UCSD 2004). 

Similarly, ehe seccing for any pocencial Camp Callan resources on ehe Inseieuee properry has also 

changed from when che campus was conscrucced in che mid-1960s. In addicion, similar milirary 

scruccures and resources are preserved elsewhere in San Diego Counry. Therefore, che pocencial loss of 

hiscoric resources would nor be considered cumularively considerable. 

r 
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/'~' The proposed projecc sice does noc concain any known pre-hiseoric archaeological resources, as 

discussed in Seccion 5.4, Historical Resources, of this reporc and no impaccs co such resources are 

expecred. If any such resources "are encouncered on sice, impaccs would be micigaced eo below 

significance chcough Nacive American and archaeological monicoring. Therefore, ehe proposed projecr 

would noc concribuce co any cumulacive impaccs co archaeology in che area. 

7.2.5 Traffic/Circulacion 

As discussed in Seccion 5.5, Traffic/Circulation, che proposed projecc was analyzed,under rhe Buildour 

Wirh Projecc scenario (which by definirion is a cumulacive condicion). The scenario assumed che 

complece buildouc of che University Community Plan and che UCSD campus and chac no new roads or 

connecrions would be conscrucred (consisrenr wich che Communicy Plan). For che Buildout Wichouc 

and Wich Projecc analyses ic was decermined rhac, alchough the LOS along some local streer segments 

may be reduced, rhe majoriey of srudy area screecs would operace ac LOS D or beceer, wirh ehe 

excepcion of La Jolla Shores Drive sourh of Torrey Pines Road (LOS E) and Genesee Avenue becween 

Science Cencer Drive and 1-5 (LOS F). Alchough LOS E and LOS F are unaccepcable, chese roadway 

segmenc impacts would be the result of community and UCSD buildout and are anticipated to occur 

regardless uf whecher or not the proposed project is builc (as shown in the Buildout Wichouc Projecc 

condicion in Table 5.5-12). The project's contriburion ro unacceptable LOS along these roadway 

segmenrs would nor result in a cumulatively considerable impact because project traffic would change 

the volume-to-capacity (v/c) ratio by less than 0.01. 

The analyzed freeway segments would operate at LOS D or better under the Buildout Without and 

With Project condicions, wich ehe excepcion of norchbound 1-5 from Genesee Avenue co Roselle Screec 

during ehe PM peak hour period (LOS F), souchbound 1-5 from Roselle Srreer to Genesee Avenue 

during che AM peak hour period (LOS F), norchbound 1-5 from La Jolla Village Drive ro Genesee 

Avenue during ehe PM peak hour period (LOS F), and souchbound 1-5 from Genesee Avenue ro La 

Jolla Village Drive during ehe AM peak hour period (LOS F). Regional, communiry and UCSD 

buildour would conrribure eo chese condicions and are ancicipaced co occur regardless of whecher or 

noc ehe proposed project is builr (as shown in che Buildout Wichouc Projecc condicion in 

Table 5.5-14). The projecc's concribucion co chese cumulacively significanc impaccs would noc be 

considerable because projecr craffic would change che volume-eo-capacicy rario by less chan 0.002. 

The cwo freeway incersecrions in ehe scudy area would operace ac less-chan-accepcable LOS under che 

Buildouc Wichouc and Wich Projecc condicions; specifically, ehe I-5/Genesee Avenue incerchange 

would operace ac LOS F during boch AM and PM peak hour periods wich che excepcion of che 

souchbound incerchange during che PM peak hour period, which would operace ac LOS E. 

Improvemencs planned by the City of San Diego at the I-5/Genesee Avenue interchange would 

involve the construction ofa new overpass bridge with an extra through lane in each direction, as well 

as add extra left-turn lanes on norrhbound and southbound 1-5 on-ramps. The Genesee Avenue 
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improvements have been combined with improvements planned along 1-5 and at the I-5/Sorrento 

Valley Road incerchange which are currenrly undergoing engineering and environmenral analysis (see 

Table 7-1). The 1-5 improvemencs are programmed in rhe San Diego RTP and che 2004 Federal 

Transporracion Improvemenc Plan (FTIP). Federal and local funding is being soughc for che 

incecchange improvemencs and no conscrucrion schedule has been escablished ae chis rime. Therefore, 

an incerim improvemenc projecc (i.e., excended cum pockec chrough rescripirig) is planned by rhe Ciry 

of San Diego on Genesee Avenue eo provide addirional storage capaciry for ehe wescbound approach to 

ehe souchbound 1-5 on-ramp uncil che programmed improvemencs can be conscrucred (Kimley-Horn 

and Associares 2005). 

Similar ro ocher developmenc projeccs affeccing ehe incerchange, che Inscicuce would be required eo 

concribure funds roward micigaring cumulacively significanc impaccs and offsetting the coses of che 

incerchange improvemenrs. Regardless of che funding source, rhe incerchange improvemencs are 

programmed and will be consrrucred co address cumulacively significanr impaccs. Because the 

proposed project would cause a direct impact at incersecrions of ehe incerchange, ehe proposed 

projecc's conrribution to cumulatively significant traffic impacts would be considerable. Neither ehe 

ciming nor funding of che I-5/Genesee Avenue improvemencs are assured ar this time, however, the 

projects contnuuticn towaru intercnange improvements, as uescriu/cu in mitigation measure J . J - L , 

would nor mirigate cumulative impacts; therefore, such impaccs would remain cumularively 

significanr and unmieigabie uncil ehe ulcimace improvemenrs are conscrucced as some poinc in che 

fucure. 

It should be noted chac conscrucrion of many of che projects identified in the cumulative study area are 

rransportacion improvemene-based projects and would nor produce more rraffic, buc would inseead 

offer relief from degraded condirions along freeways and cheir ramps and inrerseccions by building 

more capacicy inco che regional transportation system. In addition, chose public cransit projects (i.e., 

alternarive transporcacion projecrs) in ehe cumulacive scudy area, such as che Super Loop and LRT, 

would provide drivers alcernarives co cradicional passenger vehicle cravel and, chus, would furrher 

lessen aucomocive craffic in che area. 

7.2.6 Air Qualiry 

The main source of air emissions associared wich che Inscicuce projecr and orher projecrs in rhe 

cumulacive projecc scudy area would be projecc-generaced craffic. As discussed in Secrion 5.6, Air 

Quality, of chis repore, alchough cumulacive craffic would cause LOS ae the I-5/Genesee Avenue 

incerchange co be E or worse during rhe buildouc, che projecr's contriburion to air emissions would not 

cause a carbon monoxide (CO) hot spot (see Section 5.6, Air Quality, ofthis report). The proposed 

projecr and orher projecrs considered in this analysis would be consistenc with the development 

incensicy ancicipaced in ehe Communicy Plan, which ehe basis for rhe craffic assumpcions used in 

projecting regional air emissions for the RAQS. Because the proposed project and other projects 
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would be consiscenc wich che plans and programs upon which che RAQS is based, chey would noc 

obserucc or conflicr wich ehe air basin's abilicy co aeeain and maintain the ambient air quality 

scandards. Therefore a significant Cumulative impact on the ambient air qualiry would not occur and 

the project's concribucion to cumulative pollutant emissions would not be considerable. 

7.2.7 Noise 

Cumulative development of the project, in conjuncrion wich ehe UCSD campus and che Universicy 

Communicy Planning area would noc result in a cumulative impact in terms of a subsranrial increase 

in ambienc noise levels because craffic levels and relaced noise are noc ancicipaced co subscancially 

increase, in addicion, che projecr would comply wich ehe Cicy's sound level limics for scacionary noise 

ac all propercy lines and would noc combine wich noise from possible UCSD developmenc eo worsen 

ehe impaccs. Ancicipaced conscruccion noise impaccs wouid noe combine wich chae of ocher projeccs 

proposed in che area since noise is localized and would nor rravel grear discances and combine wich 

chac of che proposed projecc. Therefore, no cumulacive noise impaccs are ancicipaced. 

7.2.8 Hvdrologv/Water Ouali tv 

As described in Seccion 5-8, HydrologylWater Quality, che proposed projecc would noc resulr in a 

significanc impacc relaced co increases in impervious surface area or associaced runoff levels or flow 

rares. Projecc implemencacion would recain che overall on- and off-sire drainage paccerns, with flows 

from rhe site continuing to enter srorm drain facilities and/or adjacent natural areas and evenrually 

draining to the coast via unnamed canyons to the west and north. Because of copography, many of 

che ocher projecrs in che scudy area would affecc differenc drainages chan che proposed projecc. The 

excepcion would be projeccs on che porrion of che UCSD campus chae are upscream and adjacenc eo 

che Inscicuce project site.' Much ofthe UCSD properry is •primarily developed wirh parking lors and if 

redeveloped would noe subscancially increase impervious surfaces or peak runoff quanriries. For 

undeveloped land, such as che propercy norch of ehe Salk Inseieuee, mirigarion from che 2004 LRDP 

EIR would require projeccs co concrol discharge volumes and duraeions on siee (UCSD 2004b). 

Therefore, cumulacively significanc hydrology impacrs are nor ancicipaced. 

Pocencial cumulacive wacer qualiry impacrs associaced wich conscruccion-relaced accivicies 

(erosion/sedimencacion, use and scorage of hazardous macerials, and generarion of demolished debris) 

and long-cerm operarions and maincenance ac ehe various projecc sices in the study area would be 

precluded rhrough implementacion of project-specific design, source control, and crearmenc concrol 

BMPs including chose relared eo che NPDES permic and Cicy Scorm Wacer Seandard/SUSMP 

requiremencs. For UCSD projecrs, che 2004 LRDP EIR requires projeccs on campus co implemenc 

measures co procecc downstream areas from sediment and other pollutants. Therefore, implementation 

of BMP design features, conformance with all applicable permic and regulacory requiremencs and 

regulatory enforcemenr of chose permic requiremencs by ehe RWQCB and Cicy, and ehe encering inro 
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a Srorm Wacer Managemenc and Discharge Concrol Maincenance Agreemenr wirh che Cicy would 

avoid any pocencial for cumulacively significanc wacer qualiry impaccs. 

7.2.9 Geology 

Pocencial impaces due co slope inscabilicy, seismic ground rupcure or relaced effeccs, seismic ground 

accelerarion or liquefaccion ac each of ehe projecrs in che scudy area, including rhe Insrirure. projecr, is 

low due eo che implemencacion of scandard design, engineering and consrruccion practices in 

conformance with exiscing regularory requiFemenrs and industry'guidilinesr Pbferuial^rojecr-related 

erosion and sedimencacion impaccs or pocencial impaccs relaced co expansive soils and oversized 

macerials would also be reduced below a level of significance based on che required conformance wich 

exiscing regulacory scandards and indusery guidelines. Developmenc on che UCSD campus would 

comply wich che California Building Code and UC Seismic Safery Policy, which require che use of 

stringenr seismic safery standards. The proposed projecc, along wich ocher planned projects in the 

vicinity, would address potential geologic impacts on a site-specific basis and would not combine with 

those on other sites or resulr in impacts that would be cumulacively significanc. 

7.2.10 Paleontology 

As discussed in Seccion 5.510. Paleontological Resources, chere is che pocencial for paleontological 

resources ro occur within the proposed projecr area due ro the presence of the Linda Vista and Scripps 

formations (moderate and high sensitivity, respectively). Measures to mitigate potencial impacrs co 

paleoncological resources discovered during grading accivicies on sice and on ocher projecr sires wichin 

ehe Cicy would include che presence ofa paleonrological monicor during on-sice grading. Micigacion 

measures co prevenc impaces co paleoncological resources on ocher projeccs in che cumulative study 

area would also be required. Alrhough underlain by geologic formarions wich che pocencial for fossil 

resources, impaces co such resources from developmenc of rhe UCSD campus were noc considered 

significanc in che 2004 LRDP EIR because no known significanc fossil sices have been encouncered 

during several years of paleonrological monicoring on campus conscruccion projeccs (UCSD 2004b). 

Therefore, the proposed project, in combination with cumulative projects lisced in Table 7-1, would 

noc resulc in cumulacively significanc impaccs co paleoncological resources. 
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8.0 A L T E R N A T I V E S 

In accordance wich Seccion 15126.6(a) of che Scace CEQA Guidelines, an EIR shall describe "a range 

of reasonable alcernacives eo ehe projecc, or co che locacion of che projecc, which would feasibly aeeain 

mosc of che basic objeccives of che projecc buc would avoid or subscancially lessen any of che significanc 

effeccs of che projecc," as well as provide an evaluaeion of "che compararive merics of che alcernacives." 

Under chae seccion, "an EIR need noc consider every conceivable alrernarive co the projecc. Rachec, ic 

muse consider a reasonable range of pocencially feasible alcernacives chac will foseer informed decision

making and public parcicipaeion." 

This seccion provides porenrial alcernacives co ehe proposed projecr and evaluaces chem as required by 

CEQA. Each major issue area included in che proposed projecc's decailed impacc analysis (see Seccion 

5.0, Environmental Analysis, of ehis EIR) is included in the analysis of che alcernacives. In accordance 

wirh Scace CEQA Guidelines seccion 15126.6(d), "ehe EIR shall include sufficienc informarion abouc 

each alcernarive eo allow meaningful evaluaeion, analysis, and comparison wich che proposed projecr." 

The Scace CEQA Guidelines also require EIRs co idencify ehe Environmencally Superior Alcernacive 

from among rhe alcernacives (including ehe proposed projecc). A macrix comparing ehe various projecc 

alcernarives and rheir anricipared environmental effects is provided as a summary at the end of this 

section. The rationale for selecting certain alternarives for derailed consideracion is addressed in 

Seccion 8.3 of chis reporc. 

The projecc alcernacives would scrive eo achieve che following basic objeccives of che proposed projecc 

by providing a projecc chae: 

• Is comparible wich che primary goals and objeccives of che University Community Plan 

(Communicy Plan), ehe North City Local Coastal Program Land Use Plan (LCP) and applicable 

seccions of che Cicy of San Diego (Cicy) Municipal Code (SDMC). 

• Is consistenc, in cerms of general scope, planning and archireccural cheme, wich Jonas Salk's 

original vision for che research inscicuce propercy embodied in the tri-paftitc scheme developed 

by Jonas Salk and Louis Kahn in the 1961 Mascer Plan and Condicional Use Permic (CUP) 

No. 3841, which precludes urban densicies in any one area, places housing and related 

accessory facilities on the—sotrth-mesa, places' scientific research-space on the cast mcsa7 

constructs a community center for-the -Institute on the north mesa, maintains access to ehe 

nacural seccing and avoids inappropriace land use adjacencies. 

• Allows che Inscicuce co develop new and expanded scienrific research faciliries and reach its 

500,000-sf capacity on site as provided for in ehe University Community Plan, while using che 
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,009^ Q V l ^ ' insricuce's funds in che mosc cosc-effeccive manner possible and recaining che maximum >• 

possible funds for irs core sciencific mission. 

• Helps che Inscicuce remain comperirive with ocher nacional research institucions in accraccing 

and retaining cop researchers by providing on-sire amenicies, such as an employee daycare 

facilitv and temporary housing-quartcrscommunity center, and state-of-che art scientific 

research faciliries, rhat are respeccful of ehe hiscoric archiceccure and integrated with the 

surrounding open space. 

• Provides srate-of-the-art scientific research space rhat will help attract new research funding 

and train the best and brigheesc scienciscs in che world in an inspiring and collaborative setting 

wich excepcional faculcy and scaff, and will house che specialized equipmenc cechnology co 

allow Inscicuce employees co fulfill cheir inscicueional missions of fundamencal discoveries in 

che life sciences, che improvemenc of human healch and condicions and ehe craining of furure 

generarions of scienciscs. 

Provides che cencralized supporr faciliries (i.e., Salk Community Cencer Building) for che 
T , , - . . . ^ 1 - 1 1 1 . 1 . . I . . . • . . _ _ . . _ 1 

n i i u i u i c uiat. win uc p iaceu on MLC HI a umi iuc i u 
resources wirh rhe need for adequare sire securiry. 

T , , - . . . ^ i - n i . i . . i . . . • . . _ _ . . _i ^ L - 1 - I - - : . : _ , . . - 1 l U : „ - „ _ ; _ 

i n s t i l u t e uiat. win uc p iaceu on MLC HI a umi iuc i ma-i uaimiLca u i c scumuvc iiacuxai *XIHJ iit3i.\jnK. 

•Provides a private daycare facility-on site-that will educate and care for children of Institute 

personnel, whUe providing opportunities for outdoor learning; in-a-safc location tha t is both 

mternally and externally secure, away from public roads, in-elosepremmity-to those employees 

and integrated into the natural landscape. 

•Develops temporary housing quarters'in a location on site that is physically separate-from the 

scientific research work environment, is integrated • into the- natural landscape, and would 

provide visiting and new faculty/employees a temporary place to live whilc-they a t tempt to 

secure permanent off-campus housing;-as an alternarive to the Institute paying market rates 

for off-site housing arrangements: 

• Creates new underground parking areas on site chac sufficiencly sacisfy che parking needs of 

che enrire faciliry and minimizes surface parking. 

' Preserves and enhances views of rhe ocean and scenic coascal resources recognized in applicable 

local, regional and scace plans and policies. 

• Enhances and expands environmencal prorection for environmencally sensicive areas on siee by 

adding land co che Cicy's Mulciple Habicac Planning Area (MHPA). 
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/ • Provides landscaping plans and archiceccural and landscape design guidelines eo ensure 

crearion of an aescheeically pleasing developmenc projecc thac complemencs ehe exiscing 

landscape and permanenc structures on sire, respects che sice's hiscorical ineegrity and 

landscape with high design standards and enhances publicly accessible views in rhe projecc 

area. 

• Allows for che removal of all cemporary buildings on rhe propercy. 

As noced in che Preface co che Final EIR che applicanc has chosen co modify ehe proposed projecc and 

ies objeccives toby eliminaceing che davcare facilicy and housing quarcers. which were both considered 

ancillary uses ro rhe overall scienrific research use. These alcernacives co che originally proposed 

proiecc (i.e.. Draft EIR Proiect) are still appropriace under CEQA. despiee changes co che proposed 

projecr (i.e.. Refined Projecc Design), because chey represenr ehe range and configurarion of uses chac 

could be considered ancillary co che sciencific research mission for ehe Inscicuce. In addicion, some of 

che alrernarives are comparable in configuracion eo ehe Refined Projecc Design (i.e., no developmenc 

on che souch mesa). A compararive analysis of chese alcernacives wich ehe Refined Projecr Design is 

provided in ehe Preface co che Final EIR and summarized herein. 

8.1 ALTERNATIVE CONSIDERED B U T REJECTED 

8.1.1 Alcernative Location 

Off-site alcernacives should be considered if developmenr of anoeher siee is feasible and would reduce 

or avoid ehe significanc impaccs of che proposed projecc. Faccors chae need co be considered when 

idencifying an off-sice alcernacive include che size of che sice, ies location, che General Plan (or ocher 

applicable planning documenc) land use designacion and availabilicy of infrascruccure. Developmenc 

of laborarory space, supporc uses and additional parking facilicies ac an off-siee locacion chac is 

approximacely 11 acres in size would noc be a reasonable alcernacive co che proposed projecr because ir 

would noc achieve mosc of the basic project objectives, many of which require new facilities to be 

located on site. Specifically, an alternative location would not allow the new facilities to be 

immediately accessible from the existing buildings, thus preventing collaboration opporrunities and 

causing decreased efficiency for Insticuce researchers, and would noc sacisfy ehe space needs of ehe 

exiscing facilicy. 

An alcernarive locacion would require che Institute (a non-profit organization) to acquire new land or 

lease more off-campus space at currenr market rates which would not likely be located in the vicinity 

of.the existing Institute and the University of California, San Diego (UCSD) campuses due to real 

escace values in ehe area. The non-profie Inscicuce does noe own any ocher land in che projecr area and 

would noc have che capical co purchase properry elsewhere ac currenc marker races. Alchough vacancy 
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rares for research space in che area are currendy somewhac higher than in the recent past, this 

situation is unlikely to continue in the long-term given rhe desirability of the area by research entities 

(e.g., proximiry to UCSD researchers). In addition, the collaborative nature of the Institute's wock 

requires proximiry eo UCSD and che work would be compromised and less efficienr if rhe inscicuce 

researchers were spread among several differenr locarions. 

The University Community Plan designaces several propercies in che projecr area for scienrific research 

use, alrhough ochers have already developed all parcels of sufficienc size co accommodare che 

Iriseieuce's' proposed usesT Iri~addicion, 'no envirohmencally"superior sie"es'are available iri*the vicihity'of 

ehe original laboracory building chae would noc presenc similar challenges and environmencal 

conscrainrs. For chese reasons, an Alcernarive Locacion is rejecred as infeasible and is nor discussed any 

furcher in chis secrion. 

8.2 NO PROJECT/NO DEVELOPMENT ALTERNATIVE 

8.2.1 Description 

ehe projecc does noc proceed." The No Projecc Alcernacive assumes rhar rhe Salk Insriruce Mascer Plan 

(proposed projecr) would nor be adopced, che exiscing permics would noe be amended, no expansion of 

che scienrific space would be implemenced, no new parking faciliries would be builr and no supporc 

facilicies, such as dining facilicies, adminiscracive supporr uses, cemporary quarcers and a daycare 

faciliry, wouid be developed on site. The new building sites identified in the proposed projecr would 

remain in their existing condition. The eastern and northern parking lots would not be redeveloped, 

while the south mesa would remain undeveloped. The private driveway from Salk Insrirure Road 

would not be extended. A comprehensive landscape plan would nor be implemenred on sire. None of 

the existing biological resources in the western porcion of che sice would be dedicaced to. the City for 

the MHPA, exotic species would not be removed and habirar management would not occur. 

8.2.2 Environmental Analvsis 

The No Project Aitecnacive would avoid cercain significant project impacts to biological resources, 

historical resources, transporrarion/circularion, noise (conscruccion-relaced), and paleoncological 

resources, bur would srill cause ocher impaces as discussed below: 

Land Use ~ The No Projecc Alcernarive would noc be consiscenc wich che planned developmenc 

incensicy idencified in ehe Community Plan. No new developmenc would be conscrucred. No grading 

or brush managemenc encroachmenr inro ESL or MHPA would occur under rhis alcernarive. The No 

Projecc Alcernacive would be consiscenc wich che Airporc Land Use Compaeibiliey Plan (ALUCP) for 

Marine Corps Air Scacion (MCAS) Miramar. 
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Visual QualitylNeighborhood Character — The No Projecc Alcernacive would noe change che exiscing 

characcer of rhe siee nor would ic enhance views co che ocean and scenic coascal areas chrough the 

removal of temporary strucrures, overhead lighting standards, parked cars and orher exisring visual 

clutter. The No Project Alternacive would noc resulc in any physical encroachment inco existing views 

of che Pacific Ocean or scenic coascal areas from Torrey Pines Scenic Drive. 

Biological Resources — Projecr impaccs co 1.83 acres of rhree sensicive habicacs (i.e., Diegan coascal sage 

scrub, maricime succulenc and souchern mixed chaparral)'^aused"l5y grading and"Zone 1~brush 

managemenr from che proposed projecc would be avoided by chis alcernacive. Pocencial indirecc 

effeccs on habicac from Zone 2 brush managemenr and indirecc impaccs co ehe M H P A from 

conscruccion noise, invasive species inrrusion, and grading/land developmenc associaced wich new 

developmenc would noe occur. The proposed M H P A boundary adjusrmenc would noc occur and 

approximarely 3-2 acres of Tier I, II, and IIIA habicac would noc be added eo che Cicy's preserve 

syscem. The N o Projecc Alcernacive would also noc increase the buffer distance between development 

and the vernal pools to the northwest nor would runoff inro rhe pools be filrered since the parking lot 

would remain in place. 

Historical Resources — The N o Project Alternative would be consistent with ehe Secrecary of che 

Interior's Rehabilitacion Scandards Nos. 2 and 9, as ic would noc develop ehe ease parking lor and chus 

wouid noc impacc spacial associacions or hiscorical landscapes, which are conrriburing feacures of ehe 

hiscoric Inseieuee campus. Furrhermore, ehe No Projecc Alcernacive would noc have che pocencial eo 

encouncer hisroric-era archaeological resources associared wich Camp CaUan that may be present on 

che norrh mesa of rhe Salk campus since no grading or excavacion would occur. In addicion, 

pocencially significanc impaccs to unknown prehistoric archaeological resources also would be avoided 

by this alcernacive. Therefore, all porencially significanc hiscorical resources impacts would be avoided 

under che No Projecc Alcernarive. 

Traffic/Circulation — The N o Projecc Alcernarive would noe produce addirional traffic nor would ic 

increase demand on parking supply ac che campus. By noe producing craffic in rhe project area, the 

No Projecc Alcernarive would eliminace direcc projecc impaces to ehe 1-5/Genesee Avenue incerchange 

in ehe long-cerm. However, che Insricuce's exiscing craffic would concinue co concribure co degraded 

condicions ac ehe incerchange. Thus, cumulative craffic impaccs would scill occur. 

Air Quality — Under che N o Projecc Alrernacive, no new air emissions would be produced since no 

conscrucrion or operacions would occur. The No Projecc Alcernarive would noc avoid significanc air 

qualicy impaccs since none are expecred eo occuc for ehe proposed projecr. 

Noise- Under ehe No Projecc Alcernacive, no new sources of noise would be builc on siee nor would an 

increase in rraffic noise along local roads occur. Consrrucrion accivicies would noc occur on sice and in 
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parcicular near the southern property boundary adjacenc co off siee residences. Therefore, significanr 

conscruccion noise impaces wouid be avoided by ehis alcernacive. 

HydrologylWater Quality — No significanc hydrology/wacer qualicy impaces were idenrified for che 

proposed projecc; cherefore, none would be avoided by rhe No Projecc Alcernarive. Pocencial impaces 

associaced wich drainage and warer qualiry wouid nor be an issue since no new consrruccion wouid 

occur. 

Geology - No significanr geology impaccs were idencified for ehe proposed projecc; cherefore, none 

would be avoided by che No Projecr Alrernarive. Porenrial impaces associated with soil erosion, 

seismic ground acceleration, expansive soils and oversize marerials would nor be an issue since no new 

conscrucrion would occur. 

Paleontological Resources — Pocencial impaces co buried fossil resources would noc occur since no grading 

or excavacion inco geologic formarions conraining a moderace co high resource porenrial would be 

needed for che No Projecr Alrernacive. 

8.2.3 Conclusion 

The No Projecc Alcernarive would avoid or lessen all of che significanc projecc impaces described above 

buc would noc achieve any of che basic projecr objecrives including allowing rhe Inscicuce: eo 

implemenc ehe Kahn-Salk eri-parrirc design scheme; co expand ies exisring on-sice faciliries co 500,000 

sf; eo provide much needed sciencific research space in a collaborarive sercing; co cencralize supporc 

uses, provide a daycare facilicy and develop cemporary housing; eo underground parking areas; co 

enhance views of che ocean and scenic coascal resources; eo expand prorecrion for environmenrally 

sensirive areas on sice chrough a MHPA dedicacion and co provide landscape plans chae would enhance 

ehe exiscing landscape. Alchough ie would preserve views, ic would noc enhance chem since che 

exiscing lighc scandards and cemporary buildings would remain under rhis alrernacive since ehc 

parking Ior would noe be redeveloped. For irs inabiliry co achieve che basic projecc objecrives, che No 

Projecr Alcernacive is, cherefore, rejecced. 

8.3 ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED IN DETAIL 

The following alcernacives are direcced ac avoiding or reducing significanc impaces of ehe proposed 

projecc chac are described in Seccion 5.0, Environmental Analysis, of chis EIR. The alcernarives evaluaced 

in decail in ehis secrion were seleceed for cheir abilicy co achieve some of che basic projecc objecrives 

relaced co maximizing ehe cnricled square foorage on sice while accempeing eo avoid che direcc 

significanc impaces caused by che proposed projecc. Specifically, chese alcernatives were developed eo 

avoid or reduce significanc project impacts eo biological resources, hisrorical resources, and 

eransportaeion/circulaeion. Relaced improvemenrs ro noise (conscruccion-relaced) and paleoncological 
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/"" • resources are also noced, as applicable. The alcernacives suggesc several differenc sice plan 

arrangemenrs and/or scruccure sizes in an accempc co avoid che physical impaccs of developing certain 

porcions of the property. An alcernacive is also included chac accempes co prevenc ehe offsice craffic 

impacts. Finally, one alcernacive feacures a sice plan chac was developed by projecc opponenes and 

provided ro the Ciry during che EIR scoping process wich a requesc eo evaluace ic in ehe EIR. In coeal, 

chese alcernacives represenc che reasonable range required by Seccion 15126.6(a) of che Scare CEQA 

Guideiines. The Environmencally Superior Alcernacive is idencified and discussed ae che end of Seccion 

8.0. 

8.3-1 Alternative Salk Communitv Center Building Layout 

Description 

The Alternarive Salk Community Center Building Layouc was che firsc projecc design proposed for 

development by che projecc applicant in 2005; due to its significant and unmitigable impacts to visual 

resources related co ies inconsiscency wich land use policies and SDMC implemencing regulacions 

proceccing views of rhe ocean and scenic coasral areas, ir is now being considered an alternative to the 

prupuscu prujcci MIILC IL wuuiu auuw uic piujcLL appuctiuC LU aciucvc uic UHMC ptujccL UUJCLLIVC jciaicu 

to on-site buildout and uses. Under rhis alternacive, che projecr applicanc would conserucr a projecc 

simUar in scale and layouc eo ehe proposed projecc, wich a few exceptions relaced eo ehe layouc of che Salk 

Communicy Center Building and configuration and/or location of the Torrey Ease Building, daycare 

faciliry, and cemporary housing quaners. The locacion, size and layouc of ehe ocher projecc components 

would be identical to those of the proposed projecr. Under chis alcernacive, che Salk Communicy Cencer 

Building would be conscrucced as four separare secrions (referred co as "Proposed Supporr Buildings" I-V 

on Figure 8-1, Altemalive Salk Community Center Building Layout) acop che notch underground parking 

garage. The alcernacive Salk Communicy Cencer Building would house adminiscracive space, dining 

facilities, meeting rooms and an audicorium. In concrasc co che proposed projecc, which would 

implemenc one, cwo-scory audirorium seccion (double-heighe) along wich cwo, chree-srory seccions and 

cwo, four-scory secrions connecced by an oucdoor eerrace and walkways and cluscered near rhe wesrern 

end of rhe norrh mesa, che Alcernacive Salk Communicy Center Building Layout would comprise rwo 

pairs (four roral) of incernally connecced, cwo-scory secrions. The seccions would be separaced by oucdoor 

eerraces and conscrucced in a norrhwesc- eo soucheasc-orieneed row paralleling Torrey Pines Scenic Drive 

and covering mosc of ehe norch mesa. Under boch che proposed projecr and chis alcernarive, the terraces 

surrounding che Salk Communicy Cencer Building would be used for dining and social garherings by 

Inscicuce employees. 

A cwo-level parking scruccure would be conscrucced beneach each paic of che alcernarive Salk 

Communicy Cencer Building secrions, while che proposed projecc would conscrucc a ehree-level 

underground parking scruccure eo che ease of che proposed Salk Communicy Cencer Building. 

Pedescrian and vehicular access ro rhe alcernacive Salk Communicy Cencer Building and parking 
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scruccures would be provided chrough new pachways and Torrey Pines Scenic Drive via rwo new s ' 

driveways; one driveway would provide similar access under ehe proposed projecc. All parking would 

be accommodared on sice under chis alcernacive as wich che proposed projecc. The rooflines of rhe 

alcernarive Salk Communicy Cencer Building would descend from ehe eascernmosc seccion eo che 

wescernmosc seccion, and would rise no more chan 30 feec above finished grade (chus avoiding che 

need for a deviacion from che maximum scruccure heighc cegulacions required for che proposed 

projecr). Conversely, rhe rwo wescernmosc seccions of che proposed projecc Salk Communicy Cencer 

Building would be four scories in heighc buc builc ac a lower elevacion (i.e., 10 feec lower) on ehe sice 

and, chus, would noc appear caller chan che chree, chree-scory eascernmosr seccions (refer co che 

discussion in Seccion 3.2.4.2 and Figure 3-3, Project Sections). Landscaping (rrees) would be inscalled ae 

regular incervals in ehe parkway adjacenc co Torrey Pines Scenic Drive co soften che facade of che 

buildings. 

In addirion co changes wich che layouc of che Salk Communicy Cencer Building, chis alcernarive would 

feacure a smaller Torrey Easr Building chac would be conscrucced as cwo wings separaced by an 

incernal courryard open on che ease and west elevarions, rarher rhan as a larger, single srructure with a 

cransparenc acrium ac ies core. This alrernative would also feature a slightly lacger daycare facilicy 

Liian tiie proposeu projecc. xuc layout Oi tne uousmg quarters woiuu uC oriented in a north-south 

paccern, rarher chan che ease-wesc oriencacion currendy proposed. Boch ehe daycare facilicy and 

housing componencs of ehe proposed projecc would be shifted ease of where chey are presendy 

proposed ro a locacion on sice chac is higher in elevation. 

Wi th all the above changes in place, chis alcernacive would not allow the project applicant to construct 

the 500,000 square feet of scientific research space because ir does nor take into account che square 

footage lost by the demolition of existing research space in temporary srructures on site (i.e., 29,000 

sf)- Thus, ehe Inscicuce would only be expanded co 471,000 sf under rhe Alrernarive Salk Communicy 

Cencer BuUding Layouc. 

Adopcion of che Alcernacive Salk Communicy Cencer Building Layouc would require Cicy approval of 

amendmenrs co exiscing permits, a Master PDP, an SDP/CDP and VTM. An M H P A boundary 

adjuscmenc would be processed co mitigace impaccs eo biological resources and offsec che loss of 

resources wichin the MHPA preserve. A deviacion from ehe maximum scruccure heighc limieaeions of 

ehe underlying zone would noc be requesced in conneccion wich che PDP for chis alcernacive layouc of 

che Salk Communicy Cencer Building. 

Environmencal Analysis 

The Alcernarive Salk Communiry Cenrer Building Layour would resulr in greacer impaccs co visual 

qualicy/neighborhood characcer chan che proposed projecr due co inconsiscency wich land use policy / 

proceccing visual resources, buc would reduce impacrs co biological resources. Impaccs in che areas of 
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( ''\ hiscorical resources, rraffic/circulation, air qualicy, noise, geology and paleoncological resources would 

remain che same as under rhe proposed projecc. 

Land Use - Adopcion of chis alcernacive would be consiscenc wich ehe sciencific research use envisioned 

for che sice in che Communicy Plan, but would not achieve the maximum incensicy idencified in che 

plan. Ic would be consiscenc wich mosc of che land use policies wichin che General Plan, Communicy 

Plan and Norch Cicy LCP. By expanding che developmenc area on che norch mesa chac would be 

covered by che cwo- and chree-scory Salk Communiry Cenrer Building seccions, chis alcernarive would 

obsrrucc more of che ocean and coascal resource views available from che cravel lanes of Torrey Pines 

Scenic Drive. In concrasc co che proposed projecr, che Alcernacive Salk Communicy Cencer Building 

Layouc would creace land use policy inconsiscencies wich che Urban Design Elemenr of che 

Communicy Plan and ehe Coascal Overlay Zone regularions in ehe SDMC and relaced visual qualicy 

impaces because ic would "wall off" views from a public roadway chrough the siring and massing of che 

Salk Communicy Cencer Building close co Torrey Pines Scenic Drive. Ie would also conflicc wich 

Communicy Plan policy language suggescing chac individual buildings (or sections of buildings in this 

case) be scaggered ro mainrain view corridors (see che Visual Quality/Neighborhood Character discussion 

chac follows). Similar ro rhe proposed projecr, chis alcernacive would comply wich regulacions 

concained in che SDMC perraining co zoning and ESL; a heighc deviaeion would noe be required for 

this alcernacive. New conscruccion on the ease parking loc would impacc che hiscoric landscaping of che 

ease parking loc and che spacial relarionships rhar are associared wirh rhe original laborarory building. 

Therefore, che Alrernarive Salk Communiry Cencer Building Layouc, like che proposed projecc, would 

be inconsiscenc wich che Secrerary of che Incerior Srandards and relaced seccions of che Hiscorical 

Resources Regulacions of che SDMC. ' 

Visual QualitylNeighborhood Character - The Alcernacive Salk Communicy Center Building Layout 

would modify the exiscing characcer of che sice by conscrucring new buildings on the properry at a 

nearly identical scale and intensity as the proposed project. This alternarive would construct the Salk 

Community Center Building sections in phased pairs parallel to Torrey Pines Scenic Drive, thus 

effectively blocking views of che ocean and scenic coastal resources along a porrion of this public road. 

By siting and massing the Salk Community Center Building sections close to the public road, rhis 

alcernacive would block or "wall off a significanr portion of the view available from Torrey Pines 

Scenic Drive, resulting in a significanc and unmieigabie impacc co views procecced by land use policies 

of ehe Communicy Plan and ehe Coascal Overlay Zone implemencing regulacions. The amounc of 

view blockage would be grearer chan chat of ehe proposed projecr, which would preserve a 360-fooc 

wide view corridor along che road. Similar co che proposed projecc, ehis alcernacive would nor block 

rhe wese-facing views of che ocean and scenic coascal area resources from any of che public vancage 

poincs wesc of che projecc siee, including a designaced view corridor in che La Jolla Community Plan. 

Nonecheless, a significanc and unmicigable impacc co procecced views would occur under chis 

/ > alcernacive. 

8-9 



>00967 
Salk Institute Master Plan • Seaion 8.0 
Final EIR (SCH No. 2004111049; Projea No. 44675) Altematives 

Biological Resources - Developmenc of che Alcernacive Salk Communicy Cencer Building Layouc would 

resulc in significant direcc impaces to sensitive upland habitats, although the acreage impacrs would be 

slightly reduced under rhis alternacive as compared eo ehe proposed projecc and would be micigable 

similar co che proposed projecc. Habicac removal wichin che exiscing MHPA due co grading and Zone 

1 brush managemenc would be less under rhis alrernarive as compared ro che proposed projecr since 

che buUding seccions would be placed closer co Torrey Pines Scenic Drive. Wich che proposed 

addirion co ehe MHPA, similar to the proposed projecc, more acreage would be added ro rhe MHPA 

chan currendy exiscs. Pocencially significanc indirecr impaccs on habicac from construction noise, 

invasive species "intfoductioh "arid "grading/land"developmenc would'occiir under "this" 'aleeTnaeive7~at 

approximacely che same levels as che proposed projecr. Neicher the proposed projecr nor the 

Alternarive Salk Community Cencer BuUding Layouc would cause impaces eo vernal pools, and borh 

would respect the 100-foot buffer required around Ciry wedands (i.e., southern willow scrub) in 

accordance with che ESL regulacions. Furchermore, under chis alcernacive and che proposed projecr, 

rhe rock-lined vegerared swale rhac would be insralled berween rhe developed area and ehe new 

MHPA areas which would rrear ehe runoff and increase slighdy che size of che buffer becween the 

development and the nearest vernal pool, thus improving che quality of the water enrering the pools 

from rhe sice and decreasing indirecc impaccs co che pools. The vernal pool buffer would be slighdy 

larger under ehis alrernarive chan wich che proposed proiecc because che Salk Communiry Cencer 

would be Iocared ease of ies proposed locacion under chis alrernarive. Neicher chis alternacive noc che 

proposed projecr would have significanr impacrs ro che vernal pool habirac on sice. 

Historical Resources — Implemencacion of rhe Alrernarive Salk Communiry Cencer Building Layour 

would resulr in che same impaccs ro rhe hiscorical landscape fearures in che ease parking loc and che 

same poeential impaccs co hiscoric-era archaeological resources porencially buried on sire as che 

proposed projecr. Developmenc incensicy on ehe norrh and ease mesas under chis alcernacive would be 

che same as che proposed projecc; chus, spacial associacions and hisroric landscaping on ehe ease mesa 

would be impacced, as would Camp Callan-era hisroric resources if rhey are found on rhe norrh mesa 

(no Camp Callan-era resources are expecced eo be found on ehe ease mesa). Inconsiscency wich two of 

ehe cen Secrecary of che Incerior's Rehabilicacion Standards for Historic Properties (regarding the on-

site historic landscaping and spatial associations), and the pocencial diseurbance of Camp Callan-era 

hiscoric resources would be considered a significanr impacc. Views from che public righr of way along 

Norrh Torrey Pines Road roward che wesc and che hiscoric original laborarory building would be 

similar co views chrough che incernal acrium proposed for rhe Torrey Ease Building under che proposed 

projecc. Porenrially significanc impaces co unknown prehiscoric archaeological resources could arise 

from construction ofthis alternative (and the proposed projecr), although no such resources are known 

to exisr on site. 

Traffic/Circulation — Alchough it would produce slighrly less rraffic rhan the proposed projecr, the 

Alternacive Salk Communicy Center BuUding Layout would concribuce rrips ro degraded rraffic 

condicions on local roads and would increase demand for parking ac che campus co a similar degree as 

8-10 

r 



Salk Institute Master Plan > Seaion 8.0. 

ftftQQfi OF;W£//? (SCH Na. 2004111049: Project No. 44675} Allemalives 

f j che proposed projecc. Due eo ehe currenrly degraded condicion of che I-5/Genesee Avenue interchange 

and predictions that LOS would remain at F during buildour conditions, significant and unmitigable 

projecr and cumularive impacts would occur under borh this alternative and the proposed project. 

Two more parking spaces would be provided with chis alcernacive chan wich che proposed projecc; 

furrhermore, boch chis alcernacive and che proposed projecc would pcovide more parking spaces chan is 

required for ehe planned campus buildouc, chus, parking impaccs would noc occur. 

Air Quality — Developmenr of ehe Alcernacive Salk Communicy Cencer BuUding Layour would 

produce approximarely ehe same amounes of air emissions during conscruccion and operacion of che 

new facilicies as would occur under che proposed projecc. Pollucanc emissions would noc exceed the 

Cicy's significance chresholds, violace any air qualiry srandards or conrribure subscancially eo an air 

qualicy violacion under chis alcernacive or che proposed projecc. Also similar ro ehe proposed projecc, 

chis alcernarive would noc expose sensicive recepcors eo subscancial pollucanc concencracions nor would 

significanc quanriries of hazardous emissions be produced. 

Noise — Under rhe Alrernacive Salk Communicy Cencer Building Layouc, craffic noise and noise 

associaced wich che daycare facilicy would be produced at rares similar to ehe proposed projecc. Traffic 

noise impacts anu iiOisc impacts associated wich tne aaycarc facility would remain less than significant 

under boch rhis alcernacive and rhe proposed projecc. Periodic conscruccion noise would be creared on 

siee during consrruccion of che various projecc componencs; due co ehe proximiry of rhe residences eo 

che souchern propercy boundary, potentially significant eonsttuction noise impacts, although 

temporary, would result from this alternarive and the proposed project. 

HydrologylWater Quality - No significant hydrology/water quality impacts are anticipated from the 

proposed project, and implementation of the Alternative Salk Community Center Building Layout 

would also avoid any such impaccs. This alcernacive would noc subscancially increase che amounc of 

impervious surfaces and runoff from rhe siee. As with the proposed project, runoff would be handled 

by the existing storm drain and drainage network in the project area. Similar to the proposed project, 

the potential construction-relaced water quality impaccs caused by ehe erosion of discurbed soils and 

sedimencacion of downscream wacers would be avoided chrough che implemencacion of Besc 

Managemenc Pcaccices (BMPs) required by ehe Cicy of San Diego and che Regional Wacer Qualiry 

Concrol Board (RWQCB). Pocencial wacec qualicy impacts associated with posc-construccion 

condicions wouid be precluded chrough compliance wirh rhe Cicy's Scormwacer Ordinance, which 

requires che implemencacion of BMPs. 

Geology — No significanc geology impaces are ancicipaced from che proposed projecr, and 

implemencacion of the Alcernarive Salk Communiry Cenrer Building Layouc wouid also avoid any 

such impaces. The Salk Faulc is noc locaced on sice, conerary co whac was originally chought (refer to 

/ j Figure 5.9-2); therefore, the fault would have no significant effects on che conscrucrion of ehe 

buildings planned for chis alcernarive or che proposed projecr. In addicion, the slope seabiliey analysis 
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conducced for rhe proposed projecc concluded chac a low pocencial for slope inscabilicy exiscs on sice. 

Scandard design, engineering and conscruccion praccices would prevenc any pocencial impaccs from 

seismic ground accelerarion, soil erosion, expansive soils and oversize marerials. Similar ro che 

proposed projecc, che Alcernacive Salk Communicy Cencer Building Layour would noc resulc in 

significanc geology impacts. 

Paleontological Resources — Ppeeneially significanc impaccs co buried fossil resources would be rhe same as 

under che proposed projecc since excavacion eo inscall underground parking would also be conducced 

iirideT chis'aleemarive." "Similar '"t6~the proposed project;" significanc paleontological" impaces are 

ancicipaced. 

Conclusion 

Due co ehe overlapping layouc of buildings along Torrey Pines Scenic Drive, rhe Alrernarive Salk 

Communicy Cencer Building Layouc would creare significanc and unmieigabie impaccs eo visual 

qualicy/neighborhood characrer that would not exist for the proposed project. Impaccs co biological 

resources would be slighdy less chan rhe proposed projecc buc scill significanc in nacure due co 

conscrucrion on rhe souch mesa. Impaccs eo hiscorical resources, rraffic/circularion. air qualiry. noise, 

hydrology/wacer qualicy, geology and paleoncological resources would be similar ro chose anticipated 

for rhe proposed projecr. Alchough che Alcernacive Salk Communicy Cencer Building Layouc would 

be consiscent wich mosc of che basic objeccives of rhe proposed projecc, ic would noc satisfy the 

Insticuce's goal ofbuilding up to 500,000 sf on site (as anticipated in the Community Plan) and wouid 

be inconsistent with the tri-partite arrangemenr of srructures envisioned in rhe 1961 Masrer Plan, ir 

would create significant and unmicigable projecr impaccs eo visual quality/neighborhood resources 

from non-compliance with land use policies and SDMC implementing regulations governing rhe 

prorecrion of visual resources char would noe be expecced for che proposed projecr, and significanr and 

unmitigable project and cumulative impacts eo eraffic/drcularion ac che I-5/Genesee Avenue 

incerchange would noc be reduced or avoided. 

As nored in ehe Preface ro rhe Final EIR. alchough che Alcernacive Salk Communicy Cencer Building 

Layouc wouid be consiscenc wich many of che proiecc objeccives for che Refined Projecr Design, ic 

would incorporare davcare and housing uses chat would cause greater impaccs co biological resources, 

worsen conscruccion noise impaces, and eliminace (and noc enhance) che public view corridor across the 

norrh mesa to the ocean and scenic coascal resources nearby, resulring in a new significanc and 

unmicigable impacc. This alcernative would not avoid significanc and unmicigable craffic impacrs (as 

noced above). 
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f~~̂  8.3-2 North Mesa Intensified Development Alternative 

Description 

Under this alternacive, che projecc applicant would modify che proposed projecr design and eliminace 

developmenc on ehe souchern mesa by shifting che daycare facilicy and housing unics co a locacion acop 

che parking srruccure on ehe norch mesa. The purpose of chis alcernarive would be ro minimize direcc 

projecr impacrs ro sensicive biological (upland) habicac areas. SimUar co che proposed projecc, no sceep 

slopes or floodplains would be impacced by rhis alcernarive. No changes in ehe locacion of che Salk 

Community Cencer Building or che parking strucrure would occur to accommodate the shifted uses 

(refer ro Figure 8-2, North Mesa Intensified Development Altemative). Similar ro rhe proposed project, the 

daycare facility would be one-story, while the housing would comprise cwo- ro chree-scory scruccures 

under chis alcernacive. The sourh mesa would remain undeveloped under chis alcernacive. The exiscing 

pavemenc area on che norch mesa would be removed, and a porrion of ie would be reconcoured and 

revegecaced wirh native species similat to ehe proposed projecr. This alcernarive would allow for che 

maximum buildouc of 500,000 sf. Developmenc of ehis alcernarive would require City approval of all 

the same permirs as the proposed project; however, the MHPA boundary adjusrmenr would be much 
a u m i t C l i n i i z - t a n i a w u u i u u m j m v c i v t . i a i t t a u n LII I . 11wn.11 I X I V J H J I U L L , II_OJ w i w i u g i ^ a - i 110.011.0.1 i i i i k i g a n u n 

would be needed, as described below under Biological Resources. 

By relocarlng developmenr from the south mesa to the north mesa, ehe North Mesa Intensified 

Development Alternative would require rhe projecc applicanc co conscruct a parrial fourth 

underground parking level (to accommodate parking for the daycare faciliry and housing) and ro 

upgrade the patking strucrure itself to accommodate the structural loads ofthe proposed buildings. In 

addirion, ucilicies for che daycare facilicy and housing quarcers would have ro be branched across rhe 

underground parking scruccure, which would require deeper floor heighes and excavacions co 

implemenc. Developmenc of ehe daycare faciliry and housing on rhe roof-cop of che parking scruccure 

would also eliminace the park-like landscaped open space envisioned for che view corridor on ehe norch 

mesa chac would be preserved and enhanced by rhe proposed projecc. Ocherwise, the Torrey East 

Building, norch lawn core faciliry and greenhouses would be consrrucred as described for che proposed 

projecc. The parking scruccure associaced wich chis alcernacive would be expanded co accommodace up 

. co 619 spaces (or 42 more chan che scructure for rhe proposed project); thus, all parking would still 

occur on site under this alternacive. 

The daycare faciliry locacion and design undec ehe Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernarive 

would be less desirable than che proposed projecc because ic would: 1) place ehe facility ae an excerior 

locacion along a public road, which would compromise irs securiry and noc cake advaneage of che 

unique educacional opporcunicies afforded by che proposed narural seccing, 2) place the facilicy acop a 

s parking garage chac would be open 24 hours each day of che week and expose che children eo noise, 

emissions and ocher undesirable elemencs, 3) omic che off-scceee, drop-off area rhac is required planned 
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for ehe daycare facilicy, 4) reduce by half che size of ehe play yard co che minimum required by ehe 

seace (i.e., 6,000 sf), along wich making che play yard a less accracrive environmenc for children (i.e., 

comprised of less landscaping and more concrere), 5) nor allow rhe daycare faciliry co use ies 

landscaped reraining wall for enhanced environmencal educacional purposes, and 6) relocate, staff and 

drop-off parking to che underground parking scrucrure, resulcing in a less safe and less conveniene 

drop-off procedure wherein parencs would be required ro walk chrough che parking srructure wirh 

children ro access che facilicy. In addicion, chis alcernacive would place che daycare faciliry berween che 

Salk Communicy Cencer Building and scienrific buildings, causing a conscanc flow of pedescrian craffic 

pascche facilicy. 

The alcernarive housing locarion would occur in a less aescheeically appealing siee atop che parking 

scrucrure, where ir would noc be separaced from ehe scienrific research uses on campus nor incegraced 

wich ehe nacural landscape. Surface parking adjacenr co ehe proposed housing quarcers would also be 

shifted co che underground parking scruccure, making ir less conveniene chan under che proposed 

projecr configuracion. In addicion, ehe landscape buffer around che units would be substantially 

smaller than required by rhe SDMC and no accessible parhways or rree buffers would be provided 

amongst the units. Similar ro the daycare facility, the housing would be exposed co 24-hour a day 

parking parage effects and a constant flow of pedestrian craffic between che Salk Community Ceneer 

Building and che sciencific buildings on campus. Traffic, lighring and pedestrian activity could 

increase in the future along Torrey Pines Scenic Drive should UCSD decide ro conscrucc an academic 

faciliry across from rhe Insricuce's propercy. Those condicions would furcher degrade rhe qualiry, 

aescheeics and privacy of che housing quarcers, making chem less aescheeically appealing to visicing 

and new scienriscs. 

In order co conscrucc che daycare facilicy or housing quarcers, projecc phasing would change such chac 

che Inscicuce would have co fund and conscrucc che encire underground parking garage before being, 

able co conscrucc chose uses, even chough their parking needs (in combinarion wich the displaced 

surface parking) would be much smaller than the supply within the parking structure. This approach 

ro phasing would subsranrially increase rhe fronr-end cosrs of implemenring rhe daycare faciliry and 

housing quarrers, possibly making rhem infeasible to construcr prior eo ehe Salk Communicy Cencer 

Building and divereing much-needed research funds from che Insricuce's core sciencific mission. 

In addicion, che Norch Mesa Intensified Development Alternative would not implement the phased, 

tri-partite design scheme envisioned for the property by Louis Kahn wherein the scientific research 

space, meeting/dining space and housing needs of the Institute are met in three discincc geographic 

locacions on che Insricuce's campus. As described in Seccion 3-0, Project Description, of ehis reporr, ehe 

cri-parcire scheme is recognized in ehe design communicy as an imporcanc elemenc of realizing che 

long-cerm plans of ehe original Inseieuee archicece. 
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/ \ Environmencal Analysis 

The Norrh Mesa Incensified Developmenc Aieecnacive would resulc in much grearer impaccs co visual 

qualicy/neighborhood characcer chan che proposed projecc relaced co non-compliance wich land use 

policies and SDMC implemencing regulacions proceccing views of che ocean and scenic coascal 

resources buc would reduce direcc projecc impaccs co biological resources (upland habicat) co less chan 

significanc levels as discussed below. Impaccs in che areas of air qualicy, hydrology/wacer qualicy, 

geology, noise and paleontology would remain rhe same as or slighrly less than ancicipaced wich the 

proposed projecc as discussed below. Impaces co hiscorical resources caused by changes in sparial 

relarionships would be far greacec chan che proposed projecr. 

Land Use - Adopcion of chis alcernacive would be consiscenc wich ehe scienrific research use envisioned 

for ehe properry in che Communicy Plan. Ic would also be consiscent with most ofthe land use policies 

within the General Plan, Communiry Plan and North City LCP. By clustering much of che proposed 

uses on ro rhe norrh mesa, however, this alcernacive would shift developmenc coward che public road, 

which would block more of che views of the ocean and scenic coastal areas available from the travel 

lanes of Torrey Pines Scenic Drive as described below under Visual QualitylNeighborhood Character. 

Unlike tue proposeu projecc, Cue Nortn Mesa Inccnsiiicd i^cveiopment n.i ter native woulu create lanu 

use policy inconsiscencies wich ehe Urban Design Elemenc of ehe Communicy Plan and Coascal 

, Overlay Zone regulacions in ehe SDMC, which would crigger significanc and unmicigable impaccs, 

relared co visual qualicy. Specifically, ehis alcernarive would wall off views from a public roadway 

chrough the siting and massing ofthe Salk Community Center Building, housing and daycare faciliry 

close to the public streec. Ic would also conflicc wich Communicy Plan policy language in che Urban 

Design Elemenc suggescing thac individual buildings be scaggered co maincain view corridors. A 

building heighc deviacion would scill be required for this alternative. Table 5.1-1 of this report 

provides ehe specific policy language chae chis alcernarive would conflict with (refer to pages 5.1-53 

through 5.1-55 ofthe table). Under this alternarive, the close proximity ofthe land uses (i.e., daycare 

and housing atop a parking garage and located between the scientific research laboratories and the 

support building) would result in indirect or secondary environmental impacts, such as the exposure of 

sensirive land uses to excess traffic, noise or air emissions, that wouid not exist for the proposed 

project. 

The North Mesa Intensified Development Alternative would minimize, but not avoid, encroachment 

inro sensitive biological resources. Mosc of che grading and development would occur on developed 

porrions of che siee, specifically ehe norch and ease parking iocs and norch lawn. No sceep hillsides 

would be impacced similar co che proposed project. Zone 1 brush managemenc would be in the same 

location as the proposed projecr, rhus impacting the same sensitive biological resources on the north 

mesa that would be impacted by the proposed projecr. In rerms of consistency with rhe policies of rhe 

/- ^ MSCP, brush management Zone 2 around this alternarive would still encroach inro the exiscing 

MHPA and inconsiscencies wich che MSCP Subarea Plan Land Use Adjacency Guidelines wouid be 
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expecced (as described below under Biological Resources). A much smaller MHPA boundary adjuscmenc 

would be processed for ehis alcernacive. Similar eo the proposed project, chis alternative would comply 

with the MCAS Miramar Airport "Land Use Compacibilicy Pian (ALUCP) regarding boch noise and 

safecy. 

Visual QualitylNeighborhood Character - The Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernative would 

modify che exisring characrer of ehe siee by conscrucring new buildings on che properry. By, locacing 

the daycare facilicy and housing units on the norrh mesa, rhe proposed srruccures would place ehe 

structures in a pattern which would overlap with che Saik Communicy Cencer Building and effecciveiy 

block exiscing views of che ocean and scenic coascal areas from Torrey Pines Scenic Drive. This 

alrernarive would block or "wall off" a significanr porrion of che view avaiiable from Torrey Pines 

Scenic Drive by massing che scrucrures close co che public road and would resulr in a significanc and 

unmitigable impacc co views due co inconsiscencies wich che land use policies of che Communicy Plan 

and Coascal Oveday Zone implemencing regulacions proceccing chose views. The amounc of view 

blockage caused by ehe Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernacive would be substanrial 

compared ro rhe proposed projecr, which would preserve views of rhe ocean and scenic coasral areas 

from che road rhrough che implemencacion of a park-like, landscaped view corridor. Similar ro che 

proposeu projecc, tnis alternative wouiu not UIOCK tne west-iacmg views d tne ocean an<a scenic 

coastal areas from any of rhe public vantage points west of the project site, including a designated 

view corridor in the La Jolla Community Plan. Nonetheless, a significant and unmitigable impact to 

protected views wouid occur under the Norrh Mesa Inrensified Development Alternative, which 

would not otherwise exist for the proposed projecr. 

Biological Resources — Grading associared wich che Norch Mesa Inrensified Developmenr Alcernacive 

would noe discurb sensirive biological resources on rhe souch mesa. Because of che minor amounr of 

grading and Zone 1 brush managemenr on che norch mesa associaced wich che Salk Communicy 

Cencer Building and underground parking scructure, direct impacts to sensitive biological resources 

(upland habirats), including Diegan coastal sage scrub and maritime succulenc scrub, would be 

reduced eo less chan 0.1 acre (i.e., below che City significance chresholds); chus, significanc direcc 

impaces co sensirive upland habicac would be avoided buc significanc indirecr impaccs on che MHPA 

would scill occur. Projecr impacrs ro sourhern mixed chaparral would also be avoided by rhis 

alcernarive. Projecc impaccs co a porcion of a coascal Califomia gnarcaccher rerrirory oucside the 

MHPA would be avoided. Potentially significant impacts to raptor habitat through rhe removal of 

eucalyptus trees in the developed porrion ofthe site would be similar to that ofthe proposed project. 

Potentially significant indirect effects on habitac from grading/developmenc and invasive species 

incrusion and on sensirive wildlife in che MHPA from consrrucrion noise would be less rhan chose 

expecced for che proposed projecc due co ehe eliminacion of developmenc on ehe souch mesa, buc scill 

pocencially significanc. The amounc of habicac removed from rhe MHPA would be che same as ehe 

proposed projecc; however, ehe configurarion of ehe proposed MHPA boundary adjusrmenc would be 

subscancially differenr under rhis alrernarive since ic would only involve land on che norrh mesa due co 
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/ che eliminacion of habicac micigacion requiremencs (i.e., impacts co less chan 0.1 acre do noc require 

mirigarion under che SDMC Biological Guidelines). The vernal pools would noc be placed in ehe 

MHPA under rhis alcernacive because che size of che boundary adjuscmenc would be much smaller. 

Wichouc che MHPA boundary adjuscmenc around che norchwesc mesa, habicac managemenc 

including insrallarion of a barrier along che sidewalk, would noe be implemenced for che vernal pool 

area. Consequenrly, increased proceccion of sensicive upland habicac on ehe souch mesa and ehe vernal, 

pools on rhe norrh mesa would noc occur under chis alcernarive. 

Historical Resources - Implemencacion of ehe Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernarive would 

resulc in similar impacrs co che hiscorical landscape feacures in che ease parking loc and che same 

porenrial impaces co hiscoric-era and unknown prehiscoric archaeological resources pocencially buried 

on sice as ehe proposed projecc. However, developmenc incensicy on che norrh and ease mesas would 

be much grearer chan che proposed projecr under chis alcernacive; chus spacial associacions on che ease 

and north mesas would be impacted, as could subsurface structural remains of Camp Callan on the 

north mesa. The Secrecary of Inrerior Scandards (see Table 5.4-1 in chis repore) nore chac all new 

conscruccion should be discanced and differenriaced from rhe hisroric resources on sice. The Norch 

Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernacive would noe prorecc che incegriry of che hiscoric laboracory 

Kiiilrlirio- b^^ause the buffer becween new and old scruccures observed b v the r ,ro r ,osed ^ro'ece would 

noe be respecred. New conscruccion would be placed much closer ro ehe exisring hiscoric archiceccure 

rhan under rhe proposed projecr. Thus, by eliminaring developmenc on the south mesa and placing it 

on the north mesa, rhe Norrh Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernacive would furcher impacc spacial 

relacionships with the existing historic resources on site, and significanc impaccs co hiscoric resources 

would be far grearer for chis alcernacive as compared ro che proposed projecc. Pocencially significanc 

impaccs eo unknown (buried) hiscoric and pre-hiseoric archaeological resources would be slighdy less 

chan che proposed projecr due co che eliminacion of grading on che souch mesa. 

Traffic/Circulation — The Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernacive would generace traffic and 

would increase demand for parking ac che Insricuce's campus. This alternacive would produce a 

similar amounc of craffic, and resulr in che same significanc and unmieigabie craffic impaces, as che 

proposed projecr. Relocarlng che daycare faciliry and housing co che norch mesa would shift some crips 

desrined for rhe souch mesa (via Salk Inscicuce Road) co Torrey Pines Scenic Drive on rhe norrh mesa. 

This rediscribucion of vehicle crips would noc resulc in subscancial new craffic impaccs since no 

addicional ecips are assigned ro che daycare facilicy and ehe amounc of addirional trips assigned co che 

housing would be minimal. Significanc and unmicigable projecc and cumulacive impaccs co che 

I-5/Genesee Avenue interchange would noc be avoided by chis alcernacive due eo ehe currendy 

degraded condicion of che incerchange and fucure prediccions chac level of service would conrinue ro be 

degraded during buildouc condicions. 

Air Quality - Implemencacion of che Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernarive would noc 

avoid any significanc air qualiry impaces since none are ancicipaced wich che proposed projecc. 
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Developmenc of che Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernarive would produce air emissions 

during conscrucrion and operarion of che new facilicies. Similar co che proposed projecr, howevec, 

chese pollucanc emissions would noe exceed che Cicy's significance chresholds, violace any air qualicy 

scandards or concribuce subscancially to an air qualiry violation. This alternarive wouid not expose 

sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations at incerseccions nor would significant 

quantities of hazardous emissions be produced. As with the proposed project, however, less than 

significant air qualiry impacrs would arise from this alternative. 

Noise — Under rhe Norrh Mesa Intensified Development ^Alternative, traffic noise and noise frorii the 

daycare facility playground would be produced ar rates similar ro chose of ehe proposed projecc. 

Significanc noise impaces wouid noc be avoided (by moving che daycare faciliry away from che 

residences) since noise levels from che facilicy would noc exceed City noise standards. Traffic noise 

impacrs would remain less rhan significant similar to the proposed projecr. Significanr temporary 

impacts to adjacent residences from construcrion noise at the daycare and housings sices would be 

reduced by this alcernacive since no new scruccures would be buUc near che residences along rhe 

souchern properry boundary. The Impaccs would, however, noe be eliminaced by ehis alcernacive 

because conscrucrion of ehe Salk Communicy Ceneer Building would resulc in grearer cemporary noise 

impaccs on che proposed housing and daycare faci!ie,'. As such tem^oran' noise imr^aces wouid be 

significanc and generally similar co chose of ehe proposed projecc, buc relocaced from ehe south mesa to 

che norrh mesa under chis alcernacive. 

HydrologylWater Quality — Implemencacion of che Norrh Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernative 

wouid not avoid any significant hydrology/water qualicy impaccs since none are ancicipaced wich che 

proposed projecc. This alcernacive would noe subscancially reduce ehe amount of impervious surfaces 

and runoff from ehe sice. As wich che proposed projecc, runoff would be handled by che exisring scorm 

drain and drainage necwork in ehe projecc area. Similar to che proposed projecc, che pocencial 

conscruccion-relared warer qualicy impaccs caused by ehe erosion of disrurbed soils and sedimencacion 

of downscream wacers would be avoided chrough rhe implemenrarion of BMPs required by che Cicy 

and RWQCB. Operarional impaccs co wacer qualicy caused by minor increases in urban runoff would 

be lessened by rhis alrernacive since che souch mesa would remain undeveloped. Similar co the 

proposed project, long-term water quality impacts would be precluded by compliance with ehe Cicy 

Scormwacer regulacions. 

Geology — Implemencacion of che Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernacive would noe avoid 

any significanc geology impaccs since none are ancicipaced wich che proposed projecc. The Salk Faulc 

is noe locaced on sice, was previously ehoughc (see Figure 5-9-2); rherefore, che faulc would have no 

significanc effecc on conscruccion of ehe daycare and housing componencs of chis alcernacive. In 

addicion, che slope scabUicy analysis conducced for che proposed projecr concluded chae a low pocencial 

for slope inscabilicy exiscs on site. Scandard design, engineering and conscrucrion praccices would 

prevenr any pocencial impaccs from seismic ground accelerarion, soil erosion, expansive soils and 
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/ \ oversize macerials. Similar ro rhe proposed projecc, che Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc 

Alcernacive would resulc in no significanc geology impaccs. 

Paleontological Resources — Pocencially significanc impaces eo buried fossil resources would be somewhac 

less chan che proposed projecr since no grading would occur on che souch mesa. Pocencially significanc 

impaccs would srill arise due co excavarion co install underground parking on the ease and norch 

mesas. The increased depch of excavacion due eo che larger underground parking srruccure may 

increase che paleoncological resource impacrs ancicipaced under ehis alcernacive due co che moderace co 

high sensicivicy of che formarions on sire. 

Conclusion 

Relocarion of ehe daycare facUicy and housing co be conscrucred acop rhe underground parking 

scrucrure along Torrey Pines Scenic Drive would creare a new significanc and unmicigable projecr 

impacc co visual qualicy/neighborhood characcer (relaced co ehe inconsiscency wich land use policies 

and SDMC implemencing regulations intended to preserve views of the ocean and scenic coastal areas 

from public roadways) that would not exist for the proposed project. Significant and unmitigable 

traffic/circularion impacts would be the same as the proposed project at the I-5/Genesee Avenue 

intersection. Significant impacts to historic resources (related co sparial relacionships) would be greacer 

under this alternative because it would not respect the buffer around the existing historic archirecrure 

that the proposed project does. Pocencially significanc impaccs co unknown (buried) hiscoric and 

pre-hisroric archaeological resources wouid be slighrly less rhan ehe proposed projecc. Direcr impaccs 

co biological resources would be less chan ehe proposed projecc, buc scill significanc for indirect impaces 

on ehe MHPA. Significanc impaces from cemporary conscruccion noise on adjacenc residences would be 

avoided by chis alcernarive, alrhough significanc impaccs co che daycare and housing relared co 

conscrucrion noise from rhe Salk Community Center would arise. Impacts to air quality, 

hydrology/water quality, and geology would be similar to chose ancicipaced for ehe proposed projecr. 

Significanr impaccs co paleoncological resources could be worsened due ro rhe increased excavacion 

inco formarional macerials caused by ehe addicional parking garage level required by rhis alcernacive. 

Finally, che pocencial for a landuse conflicr would arise since sensicive land uses (i.e., daycare faciliry 

and housing) would be exposed ro indirecc or secondary environmencal impaces caused by cheir 

proximicy co ehe parking garage, sciencific research facilicies and public roadway. 

The Norrh Mesa Incensified Development Alternarive would not be consistent with the scope, 

planning and archiceccural eheme (or ehe cri-parcice scheme) envisioned for che siee by Jonas Salk and 

Louis Kahn, would resulc in inappropriace land use adjacencies on che norch mesa, would noc place che 

daycare facility in a location chac is incernally or exrernally secure, would subscancially compromise che 

design scheme and aescheeics of che daycare faciliry and cemporary housing by removing chem from 

cheir proposed narural seccing, would eliminate che public view corridor rhac is preserved and 

( ' enhanced by che proposed projecc and would noc produce a projecc chac enhances che exiscing 
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landscape and structures. In addition, this alternative would require the Institute to expend ^""x 

substantially more funds sooner in rheir development phases than currently anticipated since the l 

underground parking garage would be larger and have ro be consrructed in association wich che 

daycare faciliry and housing quarcers. This alrernarive would creace a new significanc and unmieigabie 

projecc impacc due co inconsiscencies wich land use policy and SDMC implemenring regularions, new 

significanc (buc micigable) impaccs co daycare and housing facilicies relared ro consrrucrion of che Salk 

Communicy Cencer Building, would noc avoid any of ehe significanc project impacts, and would not 

achieve many ofthe basic project objectives and is, therefore, rejecced. 

Wich regard ro che objeccives of che Refined Projecc Design, ehe Norrh Mesa Incensified Developmenc 

Alcernarive would noc be consiscenc wich che scope and general intent of the planning and 

architectural theme envisioned for ehe sice, would resulc in inappropriace land use adjacencies on che 

norch mesa, would eliminace ehe public view corridor across che norrh mesa and would nor enhance 

exiscing landscape and scruccures. Alchough chis alcernarive would resulc in less chan significanc 

impacrs co biological habicac. ic would creace a new significanc and unmieigabie visual qualiry impacc, 

would not avoid the significant and unmitigable craffic impacts and would not achieve many of the 

basic projecr objectives. 

8.3.3 Neighborhood Proposed Alternative 

Description 

This project alternative is addressed in rhis report because neighbors opposed to the proposed project 

submitted an alternarive design co che Cicy of San Diego for considerarion. Under ehis alcernarive, che 

projecr applicanr would conserucr che design alternacive requesced by che residenrial neighbors ro che 

souch of che projecc during rhe EIR scoping process (referred ro eherein as rhe "Wong" Alternarive). 

The primary purpose of chis alcernacive is eo eliminace developmenc of che souchern mesa, shift 

development to the parking loc on che norrh mesa away from areas visible ro che privace residences eo 

ehe souch, and avoid perceived effeccs on land use compacibilicy and sensicive habicac. To accomplish 

chese goals, chis alcernacive would shift ehe proposed daycare faciliry and housing unics from rhe souch 

mesa co che wescern end of che norch mesa and re-arrange and eliminace a porcion of che proposed 

Salk Communicy Ceneer Building co make space for the shifted uses (refer to Figure 8-3, Neighborhood 

Proposed Altemative). No development would be constructed on the south mesa under rhe 

Neighborhood Proposed Alternarive. 

As compared to the North Mesa Intensified Development Alternarive, analyzed above, this alternative 

would reduce rhe size of the Salk Community Center Building, increase the size of the Torrey East 

Building and subscancially modify che arrangemenr of uses on che norrh mesa as compared to ehe 

proposed projecc design. The Neighborhood Proposed Alrernarive would shift the Salk Communiry 

Center to the east end of the parking lor and place the daycare faciliry and housing on the wesc end of 
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ehe parking loc. This alcernacive would reduce che cocal building area achieved by che Norch Mesa 

'^—T Intensified Development Alcernacive and ehe proposed projecc by approximarely 34,000 sf. 

By relocaring che uses proposed on che souch mesa eo che norch mesa, rhe Neighborhood Proposed 

Alcernacive would eliminace approximacely 40,000 sf of supporc space from che Salk Communicy 

Cencer Building by reducing che number of scories co cwo and allocacing less area eo che scructure. 

The Salk Community Center Building would be placed near rhe eastern end of rhe parking lot at a 

higher elevarion on the sice. Conversely, che one-seory daycare facilicy and cwo- co chree-story 

remporary housing quarters would be located at a lower elevation on che wesc end of ehe parking loc. 

The area planned for housing would be larger chan proposed because rhe unirs would be reduced in 

height ro one-scory scruccures. As wich che proposed projecc, che Torrey Easr Building would be rwo 

. scories high and siced above a new underground parking scrucrure. The foorprinc for the building 

would nor step back from Norrh Torrey Pines Road to provide a landscaped buffer along the eastern 

facade as proposed, would not feature a transparenr cencral arrium or break in ehe building co allow 

visual conneccion becween che hiscoric courcyard and ehe public roadway and, cherefore, would be 

approximacely 6,000 sf larger chan che proposed buUding. The cri-level underground parking 

scrucrure on che norrh mesa associaced wich chis alcernative would be similar in location, but larger in 

size when compared ro rhe proposed projecr. The alrernacive parking scruccure would accommodace 

670 spaces ^i.e. 66 more spaces than the proposed parking garafe)* thus all r^arkin^ would still be 

accommodaced on sice under chis alcernacive. The Neighborhood Proposed Alcernacive shows a cwo-

scory environmencal garden near che cencer of che norch mesa acop ehe currendy proposed 

underground parking scrucrure. A promenade is also shown on rhe plans for rhis alrernacive souch of 

ehe environmencal garden and Salk Communicy Ceneer Building. This alcernacive would reduce'rhe-

amounc of supporr uses and increase slighdy ehe amounc of sciencific research uses developed on sire 

resulcing in a nee reducrion of approximacely 34,000 sf and a maximum buildouc of 465,000 sf. 

The Neighborhood Proposed Alrernacive would place che daycare faciHry ac an excerior locacion along a 

public road, which would noc sacisfy che projecc objeccive of placing che facilicy in a secure locacion. The 

alcernarive daycare locarion would also be less desirable for che same reasons lisred under the Norrh 

Mesa Intensified Developmenr Alcernarive, including ies lack of securicy for che children, che omission of 

an ae-grade drop-off area, ehe lack ofa nacural seccing, and inappropriace land use adjacencies. 

All of che exiscing pavemenc area in che parking loc would be developed under chis alcernacive and none 

of ic would be removed, reconcoured or revegeraced wich nacive species for use as a drainage swale and 

buffer eo ehe MHPA and vernal pools (as ic would be wich che proposed projecc). Zone 1 brush 

managemenr on rhe norch mesa would excend farcher inco narive habicac (encompassing a porcion of che 

vernal pool area) rhan under rhe proposed projecc, resulcing in addirional direcc impacrs eo biological 

cesources on rhe north mesa chae would noc occur under rhe proposed projecc. The alcernacive housing 

locacion would noc be separaced from che scienrific research uses or incegrared into che nacural landscape, 

V ^ would have compromised securicy and privacy issues due co land uses adjacencies, would noc feacure rhe 
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necessary landscape buffers, among orher issues ofthe north mesa thac are also mencioned for che Norch 

Mesa Incensified Developmenc Alcernarive. 

In addirion, che Neighborhood Proposed Alcernacive would noc implemenc che phased, cri-parrice 

design scheme envisioned for che propercy by Louis Kahn wherein che sciencific research space, 

meecing/dining space and housing needs of che facilicy are mer in chree disrincr geographic locacions 

on che Inscicute's campus. As noted in Section 3.0, Projea Description, of this report, the rri-partite 

scheme is recognized in rhe design community as an imporcanc elemenc of ehe long-cerm plans for ehe 

sice. 

Environmental Analysis 

The Neighborhood Proposed Alternarive would resulr in significant and unmitigable impacts to visual 

quality/neighborhood characcer (unlike rhe proposed projecc), buc would reduce projecc impaces eo 

biological resources (only on che souch mesa), craffic/circulacion, and noise as discussed below. Impaces 

in che areas of air qualiry, hydrology/wacer qualicy, geology and paleoncology would remain rhe same 

as or slighrly less chan ancicipaced wich che proposed projecc as discussed below. In concrasc, che 

impacc of ehis alcernarive on hisroric resources would be greacer chan chac of ehe proposed projecr. A 

derailed descriprion of rhe environmenral impaces of rhis alrernarive. as compared ro che proposed 

projecc, is provided below. 

Land Use - Adopcion of chis alcernacive would be consisrenr wich che sciencific research use envisioned 

for the property in the Communicy Plan. Ic would also be consiscenc wich mosc of che land use 

policies wichin che General Plan, Communicy Plan and North City LCP. By ciuscering mosc of che 

developmenc on che norch mesa, however, chis aieecnacive would shift developmenc away from privace 

views and coward che public road, which would block more of che public views of che ocean and scenic 

coastal areas availabie from the travel lanes of Torrey Pines Scenic Drive. In conrrast co che proposed 

projecr, rhe Neighborhood Proposed Alcernacive would creace significanc and unmicigable visual 

qualicy impaces relaced co land use policy inconsiscencies wich ehe Urban Design Element of ehe 

Communicy Plan and Coascal Overlay Zone implemenring regulacions in che SDMC and because ic 

would wall off views from a public roadway chrough ehe siring and massing of the all proposed 

facUities, such as the environmental garden, Salk Communiry Center Building, housing and daycare 

facility, close to the public street. It would also conflict wich Communicy Plan Urban Design Elemenc 

policy language suggescing chac individual buildings be scaggered co maincain view corridors. Table 

5.1-1 of chis reporc provides che specific policy language chae ehis alrernacive would conflicc wich (see 

pages 5.1-53 chrough 55 of ehe cable). Under this alternative, the close proximiry of che land uses 

(i.e., daycare facilicy and housing adjacent a parking garage and located becween che sciencific research 

laboracories and che supporr building) would resulr in indirecc or secondary environmencal impaccs, 

such as che exposure of sensicive land uses co excess craffic, noise or air emissions, rhac would noc exisc 

for che proposed projecr. 
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/ The Neighborhood Proposed Alcernacive would minimize, buc noe avoid, encroachmenc inco sensicive 

•;:^~T biological resources prorecred by che ESL regularions. All grading and developmenc would occur on 

developed porcions of che sice, specifically che norch and ease parking Iocs and norch lawn. No sceep 

hillsides would be impacced. Zone 1 brush managemenc would excend well beyond che developed 

porcion of ehe siee inco sensicive biological resources on che norch mesa, including che vernal pool 

habirar chac would ocherwise noe be impacced by ehe proposed projecc. In cerms of consiscency wich 

che policies of ehe MSCP, brush managemenc Zones 1 and 2 around ehis alcernacive would encroach 

inro ehe exisring and proposed MHPA and inconsisrencies wich che MSCP Subarea Plan Land Use 

Adjacency Guidelines relaced co indirecc impaccs would be expecced (as described below under 

Biological Resources). An MHPA boundary adjusrmenc could~be processed co micigace impaces co 

biological resources and offser rhe loss of resources wirhin rhe preserve. The size of ehe boundary 

adjusrmenc could be smaller chan che adjuscmenc associaced wich che proposed projecc because che 

biological mitigation requiremencs would be less. 

SimUar ro che proposed projecr, chis alcernarive would comply wich che MCAS Miramar ALUCP 

regarding boch noise and safecy. A building heighc deviarion would nor be required for chis 

alcernacive. 

Visual Quality/Neighborhood Character - The Neighborhood Proposed Alcernarive would modify che 

exisring characcer of che siee by conscrucring new buildings on ehe properry. By shifting che Salk 

Communicy Cencec eo a higher elevarion ae che eascern end of rhe parking loc and locacing che daycare 

facilicy and housing unics on che wescern end of rhe norrh mesa, ehe proposed scruccures would shift 

developmenc away from privace properry and place che scrucrures nexc co a public road in a paccern 

which would overlap and effecciveiy block public views of rhe ocean and scenic coasral areas from 

Torrey Pines Scenic Drive. This alcernarive would block or "wall off" a significanc porrion of ehe view 

available from Torrey Pines Scenic Drive by massing che.scruccures close co the public road and would 

resulr in a significant and unmitigable impact to views and che land use policies of che Communicy 

Plan and Coascal Overlay Zone implemencing regularions proceccing those views. The amounc of 

view blockage would be much greacer chan chae of che proposed projecc, which would preserve and 

enhance ocean and scenic coascal area views from che public road by placing ehe Salk Communicy 

Cencer ae a lower elevacion and creacing a landscaped view corridor across che cop of ehe parking 

garage. Similar co che proposed projecc, chis alcernarive would noc block che wese-facing views of che 

ocean and scenic coascal areas from any of che public vancage poincs wesc of che projecc siee, including 

a designaced view corridor in rhe La Jolla Community Plan. Nonecheless, a significanc and unmicigable 

impacc co procecced views would occur which would noc ocherwise exisc for ehe proposed projecc. 

Biological Resources — Grading associared wirh the Neighborhood Proposed Alternacive would not 

disturb sensirive biological resources; however, because of Zone 1 brush managemenc, significanc 

impaccs co sensicive habicacs, including Diegan coascal sage scrub and maricime succulenc scmb, 

v j would noc be avoided. As compared eo ehe proposed projecc, ehis alcernacive would cause Zone 1 
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brush managemenc impaccs eo vernal pool habicac and a gnaccaccher cerricory on che north mesa. The 

amount of habitat shifted into the MHPA would be less than proposed and configured differently due 

to the reducrion in biological micigacion under rhis alcernative. Habicac on che souch mesa and che 

vernal pools on che norrh mesa would noe likely be placed in MHPA under chis alcernacive. No 

habicac managemenc would be implemenced for chose resources. 

Porenrial indirecr effeccs on habicac from Zone 2 brush managemenc and indirecc impaccs eo 

gnaecacchers in rhe MHPA from,conscruccion noise associaced wich new developmenc would be similar 

eo chose expecced for rhe proposed projecr. Pocencially significanc impaces eo rapcor habirac in the 
_developed'porrion"of"che'site"would"be'similarto"ehae~of"ehe^r"oposed^foiecrrPorenriarimpacrs due to 

human incrusion and drainage roxins in che MHPA would likely be greacer chan che proposed projecc 

since chere would be no room co conscrucc a vegecaced, rock-lined swale under chis alcernacive design. 

The Neighborhood Proposed Alcernarive would noc increase che buffer discance berween exiscing 

developmenc and ehe vernal pools ro che norrhwesc. Runoff inco che pools could subscancially decrease 

upon developmenr of ehis alcernarive upscream of ehe pools. The qualicy of wacer in che pools could 

improve since urban runoff from che parking lor would be divereed away, alchough any runoff would 

nor be filcered by a vegecaced swale as wich che proposed projecc. Pocencial indirecc impacts caused by 

grading/developmenr would be less than for the proposed projecc due co che reducrion in grading of 

nacural areas. 

Historical Resources - Implemenrarion of che Neighborhood Proposed Alcernative would result in the 

same impaces eo che hiscorical landscape feacures in che ease parking lot and the same potenrial 

impacts to historic-era, yet unknown, prehiscoric archaeological resources porenrially buried on sice as 

che proposed projecr. However, developmenc incensicy on ehe norch mesa would be much grearer 

chan che proposed project under this alternarive. Placing mosr of the new development on the north 

parking lot would be inconsistent with ehe hiscoric cri-parrice scheme and would affecc spacial 

relacionships on ehe projecr sice more rhan under che proposed projecc since a buffer around che 

hiscoric archiceccure would noc be observed. Similar co che Norch Mesa Incensified Developmenc 

Alcernarive, chis alcernacive would be inconsisrenc wich ehe Secrerary of rhe Inrerior Srandards rhar 

nore chac all new conscruccion should be discanced and differenciaced from ehe hiscoric resources. The 

Neighborhood Proposed Alcernacive would noc procecc rhe incegriry of rhe hiscoric laboracory building 

because che buffer becween new and old scruccures would be insufficienc. In addicion, che Torrey Ease 

Building on che ease mesa shown in Figure 8-3 would noc feacure an acrium core or cencral courryard; 

chus spacial associacions on che ease mesa caused by loss of ehe hiscoric parking loe and ies landscaping 

(i.e., Chinese Fringe crees) and the lack of visual connecrion between views from rhe public road and 

rhe historic courcyard would be significantly impacced by chis alcernacive more chan under che 

proposed projecr. Subsurface seruccural remains of Camp Callan on rhe norch mesa would be impacced 

by ehis aieecnacive, as well as che proposed projecc. Unknown prehiscoric archaeological resources 

could pocencially occur ar any locarion on rhe projecr sire, rherefore relaced impaccs are possible under 

W 
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chis alcernacive. Thus, eliminaring developmenc on che souch mesa would worsen significanc projecc 

" impaccs co hiscorical resources beyond levels ancicipaced for che proposed projecc. . 

TrafficlCirculation - The Neighborhood Proposed Alcernacive would generace craffic and would 

increase demand for parking ar rhe campus. This alrernacive would produce approximacely 5 percenc 

less craffic (based on che reducrion in square foocage) chan ehe proposed projecr. Despiee chis 

reduceion, significanc projecc and cumulacive impaccs eo che I-5/Genesee Avenue incerchange would 

noc be avoided by chis alcernacive due eo ehe currendy degraded condicion of che incerchange and 

fucure prediccions thac level of service would concinue co be F during buildouc condicions. 

Air Quality — Developmenc of ehe Neighborhood Proposed Alcernative would produce air emissions 

during construcrion and operation of the new faciliries. Pollucanc emissions would noc exceed the 

City's significance thresholds, violate any air quality scandards or concribure subscancially eo an air 

qualicy violacion since che alcernacive would involve less consrruction and produce less rraffic than che 

proposed projecc. Similar ro che proposed projecc, chis alcernacive would noc expose sensicive receprors 

co subscancial pollucanc concencrarions nor would significanr quanriries of hazardous emissions be 

produced. As wich che proposed projecc, less chan significanc air qualicy impaces would arise from rhis 

alrernarive. 

Noise - Under che Neighborhood Proposed Alrernacive, craffic noise and noise from che daycare faciliry 

playground would be produced ac rares similar co chose of.che proposed projecr. Significanc noise 

impaccs would noc be avoided by moving che daycare faciliry away from rhe residences since noise 

levels from ehe facilicy would noc exceed Cicy noise scandards. Traffic noise impaces would remain less 

chan significanc, since less craffic would be produced by rhis alrernacive chan by che proposed projecr 

and insignificanc craffic noise impaccs would resulr from che proposed projecc. Significanc impaccs 

from cemporary conscruccion noise would be reduced by chis alcernacive since no new semctures would 

be built near the residences along rhe sourhern properry boundary; however, construction noise 

impacts would be relocated from the private residences ro the daycare facility and housing and would 

be worse under ehis alcernacive chan che proposed projecr. 

HydrologylWater Quality - Implemencacion of che Neighborhood Proposed Alcernarive would noc 

resulc in any significanc hydrology/wacer quality impacts since none are anticipated with the proposed 

project. This alternacive would noc subscancially increase che amounc of impervious surfaces and runoff 

from che sice. As wich ehe proposed projecc, runoff would be handled by ehe exiscing storm drain and 

drainage necwork in che projecc area. Operarional impacrs co wacer qualicy caused by minor increases 

in urban runoff would be precluded chrough projecc compliance wich che Cicy Scormwacer regulacions. 

SimUar co che proposed projecc, ehe pocencial conscruccion-relaced water quality impaces caused by che 

erosion of discurbed soils and sedimencacion of downscream waeecs would also be avoided chrough ehe 

implemencacion of BMPs required by rhe Ciry and RWQCB. 
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Geology — Implemencacion of che Neighborhood Proposed Alcernacive wouid noe resulc in any 

significanc geology impaccs since none are ancicipaced wich ehe pcoposed projecr. The Salk Faulc is noc 

locaced on sice, as was previously rhoughe (see Figure 5-9-2); cherefore, che faulc would have no 

significanc effecc on conscruccion of ehe daycare and housing componencs of,chis alcernarive. In 

addicion, che slope seabiliey analysis conducced for ehe proposed projecc concluded chac a low pocencial 

for slope insrabiliry exiscs on sice. Standard design, engineering and construcrion pracrices would 

prevent any potential impaccs from seismic ground accelerarion, soil erosion, expansive soils and 

oversize macerials. Similar co che proposed projecc, the Neighborhood Proposed Alrernarive would 

resulc in no significanc geology impaces. 

Paleontological Resources — Pocencially significanc impaccs co buried fossil resources would be the same as 

che proposed projecr since excavacion co inscall underground parking would be implemenced under 

chis alcernarive. Similar ro rhe proposed projecc, significanc impaces are anricipared. 

Conclusion 

The conscruccion of mulciple buildings along Torrey Pines Scenic Drive under che Neighborhood 

Proposed Alrernacive would creace a new significanc and unmicigable projecc impact co visual 

qualicy/neighborhood characcer relaced ro che preservarion of views prorecred by applicable land use 

polices and implemenring regulacions chac would noc exisc for che proposed projecr. Traffic/circularion 

impaccs would be less chan che proposed projecc, bur would remain significant and unmitigable at the 

I-5/Genesee Avenue interchange. Direct impacts to biological resources would be less than rhe 

proposed projecr, bur still significant. Indirecc impaccs due co human incrusion and coxins would be 

worse chan the proposed projecr. Indirect impacts eo breeding gnaecacchers and rapcors would be 

similar ro rhe proposed projecr. Significant impacts due to temporary construction noise effects on 

nearby residences would be reduced by ehis alcernacive, buc shifted to the north mesa where the 

daycare faciliry and housing quarters would be constructed. Impacts to air qualiry, hydrology/water 

quality, geology and paleontology would be similar to chose ancicipaced for che proposed projecr. 

Impaccs co hiscoric resources (sparial relacionships) would be greacer chan che proposed projecr due co 

ehe incensificacion of developmenc on che norch and ease mesas. Pocencially significanc impaccs co 

unknown (buried) hisroric and pre-hiseoric archaeological resources would be slighdy less chan ehe 

proposed projecc. Finally, che Neighborhood Proposed Alcernacive would pocencially creace a land use 

conflicc since sensicive land uses (i.e., daycare faciliry and housing) would be exposed ro indirecc or 

secondary environmenral impaces caused by cheir proximiry ro rhe parking garage, public roadway 

and scienrific research faciliries. 

The Neighborhood Proposed Alcernarive would noe be consistent with the scope, planning and 

archireccural cheme (or cri-parcice scheme) envisioned for che siee by Jonas Salk and Louis Kahn, would 

not allow the Inscicuce co reach ies 500,000 sf capacicy idencified in che Communicy Plan, would 
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^r^- a locarion chac is incernally or exrernally secure, would subscancially compromise rhe design scheme for 

che daycare facilicy and housing by removing chem from cheir proposed nacural seccing, would 

eliminace che public view corridor chac is preserved and enhanced by che proposed projecc and would 

noc produce a projecc chac enhances ehe exiscing landscape and scrucrures. This alcernacive would not 

reduce significant and unmitigable project impacts, would cause more significanc and unmicigable 

impaccs ehan the proposed project due to inconsiscencies with land use policy and implementing 

regulations, and would not achieve many of the basic project objectives integral to the design of ehe 

proposed projecc. This alcernacive is, cherefore, rejecced. 

Wich regard eo che objecrives of che Refined Proiecc Design, the Neighborhood Proposed Alternacive 

would noc be consiscenc wich ehe scope and general incenc of che planning and archiceccural cheme 

envisioned for che sice, would resulr in inappropriace land use adjacencies on che norch mesa, would 

eliminace che public view corridor across ehe norch mesa and would noe enhance exiscing landscape 

and scrucrures. Alchough chis alcernacive would resulc in less chan significanc impaccs co biological 

habicac, chis alternarive would creare a new significanc and unmicigable visual qualicy impacc, would 

noc avoid che significanc and unmicigable craffic impaces and would noe achieve manv of ehe basic 

projecc objeccives. 

8.3-4 Reduced Projecc Alternative 

Description 

The Reduced Project Alternarive would involve scaling back the proposed project to a development 

level that would reduce direct project traffic impacts to less than significant levels. The project traffic 

engineer was consulced co define che amounc of sciencific research space rhat che Inscicuce could 

conscruct wichouc causing a 2.0 second delay or more at che I-5/Genesee Avenue incerchange (i.e., 

incersecrions and ramps). Based on chae inpuc, ic was decermined chac ehe Reduced Projecc 

Alcernarive would resrricc che projecr applicanc eo conscrucring up eo 40,000 addicional sf of new 

scienrific research building(s) insread of che 239,000 sf concained in che proposed projecc (resulring in 

an approximarely 200,000 sf reducrion in coeal space). The proposed daycare faciliry, norch lawn core 

facilicy, maincenance shops/shared equipmenc area and greenhouse could be conscrucced since chose 

uses would noc generace new off-campus crips (see Table 2-1 of Appendix D, Transportation Analysis). 

For ehe purposes of chis analysis, ic is assumed chac che new sciencific research building(s) would be 

conscrucced on che ease or norch parking IOCS. The orher allowable faciliries would be consrrucred in 

ehe same locacions as originally proposed, wich che excepcion of che cemporary housing, which would 

noc be conscrucced as parr of ehis alcernarive. 

The Reduced Projecc Alcernacive would generace approximacely 320 ADT, which would reduce peak 

v , ^ hour rrips under significance chresholds for che affecced incersecrion, rhus avoiding direcc impaces. 
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coeal (including exiscing space). This alcernarive would allow ehe Inseieuee eo demolish and reconserucr 

replacemenc space for che 29,000 sf of exiscing cemporary buildings. This alcernarive would 

subscancially reduce the parking requirements (by approximately 500 spaces) of che proposed projecr 

and would eliminace one of che underground parking garages. 

Adopcion of this alternative would require Ciry of San Diego approval of amendments to existing 

permics, a Mascer PDP, an SDP/CDP and TM. The projecr applicanc would likely propose a MHPA 

boundary correcrion and/or habicac addicion, racher ehan a boundary adjuscmenc because all new 

conscrucrion would be placed on che developed porrions of ehe sice. No building height deviacion 

. would be required for chis alcernacive. 

Environmental Analysis . 

The Reduced Projecr Alternative would avoid significant and unmitigable traffic/circulation impacts of 

the proposed project and would reduce project impacts co biological resources, visual 

qualiry/neighborhood characrer, hiscorical resources, air quality, noise, hydrology/water qualiry and 

paleontology as described below. 

Land Use - Adoption of this alternacive would be consiscenc wich the scientific research use envisioned 

for the site in the Community Plan. The Reduced Project Alternarive would resulr in approximarely 

200,000 sf less scienrific research space than allowed on sice by che Communicy Plan. Similar ro rhe 

proposed projecr, che Reduced Projecc Alcernarive would be consisrenr wich policies in ehe General 

Plan, Communiry Plan and North Gty LCP. This alternative would be consistent with land use 

policies in che Communicy Plan and Coascal Overlay Zone implemencing regularions chac protect 

views of the ocean and scenic coastal areas from Torrey Pines Scenic Drive, since new consrruction 

would occur on rhe easr parking or ar the west end of the norrh parking lot where sice elevacions are 

low (see che Visual Qualiey/Neighborhood Characcer discussion chac follows). Similar co che proposed 

projecr, rhis alcernarive would comply wich regularions conrained in rhe SDMC pereaining eo zoning 

and ESL, buc new conscruccion on che ease parking loc would impacc ehe hiscoric landscaping and 

spacial relacionships associaced wich che original laboracory building. 

Visual QualitylNeighborhood Character - The Reduced Projecr Alcernarive would modify che exiscing 

characcer of che siee by conscrucring a new building(s) on che propercy, alchough che incensicy of new 

conscruccion would be subscancially reduced. By reducing che scienrific research developmenr porenrial 

by nearly 200,000 sf, rhe new bui]ding(s) would likely be single level scruccure(s) on one of che cwo 

surface parking lots on siee, racher rhan che cwo- co four-level srrucrures on boch packing Iocs. In 

addicion, only one underground parking garage would be conscrucced. If new sciencific research 

consrrucrion only occurs on rhe ease parking lor, impacrs ro exiscing views of che ocean and scenic 

coascal areas would be avoided since no idencified views exisc along che adjacenc segmenc of Norch 
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Torrey Pines Road. If new conscruccion only occurs where che Salk Communicy Center Building is 

proposed on the north parking lor, pocencial encroachmenc inco exiscing views from Torrey Pines 

Scenic Drive would be minimized or possibly avoided by chis alcernacive due co che lower srarure of 

rhe building(s) combined wich ehe elevacion change on sice. Similar co che proposed projecr, chis 

alcernarive would not conflicc wich land use policies in che Communicy Plan and Coascal Overlay Zone 

implemencing regulacions proceccing views of ehe wacer and coasc. No significanc impaces co visual 

qualicy/neighborhood characrer would occur from che Reduced Projecc Alcernacive. 

Biological Resources — Significanc direcc impaces eo sensitive habitacs would be reduced but not avoided 

by this alternative since the daycare faciliry would srill be construcred on the undeveloped south mesa. 

Habitat removal due to Zone 1 brush management would likely be minimized (and possibly avoided) 

by this alternative since any new construction on the norrh mesa would be subsranrially smaller in size 

and less likely ro require fuel modificarion in nacive habicac. Pocencially significanc indirecc impaccs co 

habicac from conscruccion noise, human/nuisance species incrusion and grading/land developmenc 

would not be avoided by this alcernacive. The Reduced Projecc Alcernacive would respecc the 100-foot 

buffet required around City wetlands (i.e., southern willow scrub) in accordance wich the ESL 

regularions. The distance between che vernal pools and new developmenc could increase under chis 

alcernacive (as compared co che proposed projecc) if che smaller building(s) are conscrucced farcher co 

ehc case or un the east parking lot. Runoff mto the pools could iiviprove, assuming a drainage swale is 

inscalled around any new building(s) on rhe norch mesa. If new conscrucrion oniy occurs on rhe east 

parking loe, unfileered runoff from the existing norrh parking lot would continue to enter rhe vernal 

pools. If a smaller building were conscrucred on che norch parking loc, che projecr applicanc couid 

avoid ehe need co process an MHPA boundary adjuscmenc by keeping Zone 1 brush managemenc ouc 

of ehe exiscing MHPA. Habicac on ehe norch or sourh mesas would be likely added ro the MHPA to 

compensate for impacrs from the daycare facility; similar to the proposed projecc, che habicac addicion 

would benefic che Cicy's preserve sysrem. 

Historical Resources — Developmenc of a new sciencific research building on the ease parking loc would 

noc comply wich cwo of ehe Secrerary of che Ineeriors' Rehabilicacion Scandards and Guideiines for 

Hiscoric Properries, resulcing in similar impacrs eo spacial relacionships and hiscoric landscaping as che 

proposed projecc. If new building conscrucrion only occurs on che norch parking lor, ehe Reduced 

Projecc Alcernacive would avoid chese pocencial impaces. Pocencially significanc project impacts to 

Camp Callan-era historic archaeological resources and unknown prehisroric archaeological resources 

would not be avoided by this alternarive since such resources could occur on most of the norch mesa 

(Camp Callan-era resources) and/or che resc of che projecc siee (prehiscoric archaeological resources). 

Non-compliance wirh the Secrecary of rhe incerior's srandards and che pocencial diseurbance of hiscoric 

and/or prehiscoric archaeological resources would resulc in a significanc impacc eo hiscorical resources. 

Traffic/Circulation - The Reduced Projecc Alcernacive would reduce daily crips generaced by che 

proposed projecc by approximacely 1,360 ADT. Peak hour rrips would also be subscancially reduced 
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under chis alcernarive (i.e., less ehan 50 crips during peak hour). This crip reduceion would eliminace 

significanc and unmicigable direcc projecr impaces co ehe I-5/Genesee Avenue incerchanges 

(incerseccions and ramps) during Buildouc condicions since delay changes associaced wich 320 crips 

would be less ehan 2.0 seconds (che Cicy's significance chreshold for inrersecrions). Cumularive impaccs 

co ehe incerchange would remain unmieigabie because of degraded exiscing and fucure condirions and 

che lack of secure funding for che incerchange improvemencs. The demand for on sice parking would 

also be subscancially reduced by chis alcernarive. Similar eo ehe proposed projecc, all displaced parking 

and new parking demand would be accommodared on sire rhrough ehe conscrucrion of a parking 

garage beneach che proposed building(s). N o impacrs co beach or campus parking would arise for chis 

alcernacive. 

Air Quality — Developmenc of ehe Reduced Projecc Alcernacive would produce less air emissions during 

conscruccion and operarion than the proposed project. Pollucanc emissions for chis alcernative would 

noc exceed ehe Cicy's significance chresholds, violare any air qualicy scandards or conrribute 

substantially to an air qualiry violarion since che alcernarive would involve less consrrucrion and 

produce less craffic chan che proposed projecc. Similar co che proposed projecc, chis alcernacive would 

noc expose sensirive recepcors eo subscancial pollucanc concencracions nor would significanc quanriries 

of hazardous emissions be produced. 

Noise - Under rhe Reduced Project Alternative, new permanent sources of roadway noise and daycare 

noise would be creared. Traffic noise impacts would be less ehan che proposed projecc, due co che crip 

reduceion noced above, and would resulc in less chan significanc impaces similar co che proposed 

projecc. N o significanc noise impaccs are ancicipaced from che proposed daycare facilicy eicher. In 

addirion, periodic construcrion noise wouid resulc from developmenc of che daycare facilicy, norrh lawn 

core facilicy, maincenance/scorage area and new or replacemenr laboracory building(s). Due co ehe 

presence of residences near rhe souchern properry boundary, pocencially significanc conscruccion noise 

impaccs would noe be avoided by chis alcernarive. 

HydrologylWater Quality — This alcernacive would noc subscancially increase che amounc of impervious 

surfaces and runoff from rhe siee. As wich the proposed projecc, runoff would be handled by the 

exisring scorm drain and drainage nerwork in che projecr area. Operarional effeccs eo water quality 

caused by minor increases in urban runoff would be precluded by compliance with the City 

Scormwacer regulacions. Similar co che proposed projecc, che pocencial conscruccion-relaced wacer 

qualicy impaccs caused by che erosion of, discurbed soils and sedimencacion of downscream wacers 

would be avoided chrough che implemencacion of BMPs required by che Cicy and R W Q C B . 

Geology — Implemencacion of che Reduced Projecc Alrernarive would noc resulr in any significanc 

geology impaccs since none are ancicipaced wich ehe proposed projecc. The Salk Faulc is noc locaced on 

sice, as previously ehoughc; cherefore, che faulc would have no significanc effecc on ehe conscruccion of 

smaller sciencific research building(s) on ehe ease and norch mesas. In addicion, che slope seabiliey 
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/ analysis conducced for ehe proposed projecc concluded chac a low pocencial for slope inscabilicy exiscs 
x—-̂  on sice. Standard design, engineering and construction practices would prevent any potenrial impaces 

from seismic ground accelerarion, soil erosion, expansive soils and oversize macerials. Similar co che 

proposed project, che Reduced Projecc Alcernarive would resulc in no significanc geology impaces. 

Paleontological Resources — Pocencially significanc impaccs co buried fossil resources would be less chan 

che proposed projecc since excavacion co inscall a second underground parking garage would nor be 

. implemenred wich che Reduced Projecc Alcernacive. However, grading or excavacion on che siee could 

discurb geologic formarions concaining a moderace eo high resource pocencial. Similar eo ehe proposed 

projecc, significanc impaccs are ancicipaced. 

Conclusion 

The Reduced Projecc Alcernarive would noc avoid pocencially significanc projecc impaccs to historic 

resources. Ir would, however, allow che Inscicuce che opcion co avoid discurbing known hiscoric 

resources in che ease parking loc. Traffic/circularion levels would be subscancially less chan the 

proposed project and significant impacts at the freeway inrerchange would be avoided. Cumulative 

traffic impacts would remain significant and unmitigable due to the degraded condition of the 
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diseurbance from che housing componenc of che projecc and grading and Zone 1 brush managemenc 

on che norrh mesa would noe occur. Pocencially significanc indirecc impaces co habicac and species in 

che MHPA would be similar co chac of ehe proposed projecc. Impaccs eo hiscoric resources 

(archaeology), visual qualiry/neighborhood characcer, air qualiry, noise, hydrology/wacer qualiry, 

geology and paleoncology would be similar co or less rhan chose ancicipaced for che proposed projecc. 

Alchough che Reduced Projecc Alcernacive would be consiscenc wich che planning and archiceccural-

cheme envisioned for rhe sice and would subscancially avoid significanc craffic impaccs of che proposed 

projecc, ic would noc accomplish che basic projecc objeccives of allowing che campus co reach ies 

500,000 sf capacicy, implemenring ehe cri-parcice scheme, providing cenrraiized facilicies for che 

Inscicuce, and developing cemporary housing. The amounc of new sciencific research space allowed by 

che Reduced Projecr Alcernacive would be insufficienc for che Inseieuee's needs and che campus would 

noe realize ies expansion goals nor could all che scienrific research-and supporr needs be housed in a 

40,000 sf buiiding(s); cherefore, rhe Reduced Projecr Aieernaeive is rejecced. 

Wich regard co che Refined Project Design, the Reduced Proiecr Alrernative would be consistent with 

the planning and archirecrural eheme envisioned for ehe sice and wouid allow for che removal of 

cemporary buildings. However, ic would noc accomplish che basic projecc objeccives of providing as 

much seace of che art scientific research space as possible on site, cencralized facilicies for ehe inscicuce 

and ic would not enhance or expand environmencal proeeceion on sensicive resources on site as much as 

\ / the Refined Project Design would. Although it would substaneiallv reduce craffic impacrs, ic would 
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resulc in greacer impaccs co biological resources chan che Refined Proiecc Design (as discussed in che 

Preface co che Final EIR). 

8.3-5 East Parking Lot Impact Avoidance Alternative 

Description 

The East Parking Lor Impacr Avoidance, Alternacive would involve implemenrarion ofa project similar 

in componenrs and layour to the proposed project, but scaled back to eliminate the Torrey East 

"scieneific'research'(laborarory)/recepcion"bui]ding"and~che"underground parking'scruccure'beneach"che" 

Torrey Ease Building. Significanc impacts eo hiscorical resources relaced co che spacial associacions and 

landscaping of che exiscing ease parking lot would be avoided under rhe East Parking Lor Impact 

Avoidance Alcernarive. Rarher rhan conserucr rhe proposed Torrey Easr Building and cwo-level 

underground parking garage on che sice of che exiscing east packing lot, ehe exiscing surface parking 

loc and landscaping (and associaced hiscorical resources) would be left incacr, che exiscing utUicies near 

chae corner of rhe sire would be preserved in place under rhis alrernarive, and rhe sewer and warer 

connecrions proposed ro serve the Torrey East Building would not be constructed. Other rhan these 

changes, this alternative would be identical to the proposed project in design and layout, with the 

remaining facilicies eo be conscrucced in ehe same locacions as originaUy planned and rhe demolirion of 

rhe temporary buildings still taking place. The new net square footage that would be buUc on che 

Salk campus under chis alcernarive would cocal 144,800 sf, for a campus-wide cocal of 405,600 sf (i.e., 

including 260,800 sf of exiscing space). 

This alcernacive would subscancially reduce che parking requiremenrs for che proposed projecc (by 

approximaeeiy 300 spaces) and would eliminace one of che underground parking garages (which 

would house approximarely 480 spaces). This alcernacive would chus reduce ehe amounc of parking 

provided on campus and would also reduce che demand for parking (as chere would be fewer people 

employed ac ehe Inscicuce due co che lack of new laboracory space); however, even wich che rerenrion 

of che exiscing ease parking Ior, nor enough spaces would be provided on che campus co supporr rhe 

parking requiremenc of che Ease Parking Lor Impacr Avoidance Alcernarive. Parking-relaced 

craffic/circulacion issues for chis alcernarive are discussed below. 

Adopcion of che Ease Parking Loc Impacc Avoidance Alcernacive would require Ciry of San Diego 

approval of amendmencs co exiscing permics, a Mascer PDP, an SDP/CDP and VTM. The projecc 

applicanc would also be required co obcain approval of an MHPA boundary adjuscmenc. Avoidance of 

impaccs co hiscoric landscaping and sparial associacions would resulc in chis alcernacive being 

consiscenc wich che Incerior Secreeary's Standards for RehabUitation of Historic Properties. 
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( Environmencal Analysis 

Land Use — Adopcion of chis alcernarive wouid be consiscenc wich che sciencific research use envisioned for 

rhe siee in che Communicy Plan. The Ease Parking Loc Impacc Avoidance Alcernacive would resulc in 

approximacely 94,200 sf less chan allowed on sice by ehe Communicy Plan since che Torrey Easr 

Building would noc be conscrucred. Similar co che proposed projecc, chis alcernacive would be consiscenc 

wich policies in ehe General Plan, Communicy Plan and Norch Cicy LCP and would comply wich 

regulacions concained in ehe SDMC pereaining eo zoning and ESL. As no new conscrucrion would occur 

on che siee of che exiscing ease parking loc, impaccs co che hiscoric landscaping and sparial relarionships 

associared'wieirche original" laboratory Building that would occur under the proposed"pfojecr wouldbe 

avoided under rhis alternative, as discussed below under Historic Resources. 

Visual QualitylNeighborhood Character - Like rhe proposed project, the East Parking Lor Impact 

Avoidance Alternacive would modify the existing character of the site by constructing new buildings 

on the properry, alrhough the incensicy of new conscruccion would be reduced. The developmenc 

pocencial of che campus would be reduced by 94,200 sf, and only one underground parking garage 

would be consrrucred, on che north mesa. The existing setback co Norch Torrey Pines Road would be 

maincained. Similar ro che proposed projecc, chis alcernarive would nor conflicc wich land use policies 

in che Community Plan and Coascal Overlay Zone implementing regularions that prorecc views of che 

ocean and scenic coascal areas. Impaccs co visual qualicy/neighborhood character would be less than 

significant under this alcernarive. 

Biological Resources — As che reducrion in developmenc under chis aitetnative would occur only in 

developed areas of the campus, significant direcc impaces co sensicive habicacs would be idencical eo chose 

assessed for che proposed projecr. Habicac removal due co grading and Zone 1 brush managemenr 

under chis alcernacive would also be idencical eo che proposed projecc, as would ehe pocencially significant 

indirect impacts to habitac from conscruccion noise, invasive species ineroducrion and grading/land 

developmenc. As fewer eucalypcus crees would be removed under chis alcernarive, the potential for 

impacts to raprors would also be lower. Similar to the proposed project, the East Parking Lot Impact 

Avoidance Alternative would respect the 100-foot buffer required around Cicy wedands (i.e., souchern 

willow scrub) in accordance wich che ESL regularions. Similar co che proposed projecc, che distance 

becween che vernal pools and campus developmenc on che norch mesa would increase under rhis 

alcernacive, and runoff inro che pools would improve as unfileered runoff from che exisring norrh parking 

lor would no longer enrer che vernal pools due ro che drainage swale chac would be inscalled around rhe 

new buildings on che norrh mesa. The project applicant would need co process an MHPA boundary 

adjuscmenc under chis alcernacive, as wich che proposed projecc. SimUar co ehe proposed projecc, che 

habicac addicion would benefic racher ehan impacc che Cicy's preserve syscem; nonecheless, direcr and 

indirecc impaccs eo habicac would occur and such impaccs would be significanc. 

V . > 
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Historical Resources — The proposed projecc's developmenc of a new sciencific research building on che 

ease parking loc would noc comply wich cwo of ehe Secrecary of che Ineeriors' Rehabiliracion Scandards 

and Guidelines for Hiscoric Propercies, resulcing in impaccs co sparial relacionships and hiscoric 

landscaping. Conversely, che Ease Parking Loe Impacc Avoidance Alcernacive wouid leave che exiscing 

ease parking lor and ies landscaping incace; therefore, such impacts would be fully avoided. Potentially 

significant project impacts co Camp Callan-era hisroric archaeological resources or unknown 

prehisroric archaeological resources would nor be avoided by chis alcernacive since such resources could 

occur on ehe projecc sice. 

~Tr^c/0>r»^/on"="The"Easc"ParkingLor'Impacc'Avoidance"Aleernaeive would"generaeeiess~ADT than'che" 

proposed project. Peak hour crips would also be reduced under chis alcernacive. This crip reducrion would 

reduce impaccs co che I-5/Genesee Avenue incerchanges (incerseccions and ramps) during BuUdour 

condicions, buc projecc and cumulacive impaccs would remain significanc and unmicigable since delay 

changes associaced wich chis alcernacive would be greacer chan 2.0 seconds (che Cicy's significance chreshold 

for incersecrions). The demand for on-sire parking would also be reduced by rhis alcernarive due ro che 

eliminacion of che Torrey Ease Buiiding. A porrion of che new parking demand would be accommodared 

on sice chrough ehe conscrucrion of a parking garage adjacenr ro ehe proposed Salk Communiry Cenrer 

Building; however, che 480-space, cwo-level underground parking garage would nor be builc on che ease 

parking loe under chis alternacive. WhUe che exisring surface ease parking lor would remain in use on sice, 

wichouc che addicion of che Torrey Ease BuUding parking garage, rhe surface lor and norrhern parking 

garage would noe sacisfy che parking requiremencs for chis alcernacive and significanc impaccs eo parking 

supply would occur chac would noc be expecced for rhe proposed projecc. Impaces eo beach or campus 

parking could arise due co che parking shorcfall for rhis alcernacive, as ehe Inscicuce would need to use streer 

parking to compensate for the shortfall. 

Air Quality — Development of che Ease Parking Loc Impacc Avoidance Alcernacive would produce less 

air emissions during conscruccion and operacion than the proposed projecr. Polluranr emissions for 

rhis alcernarive would not exceed ehe Cicy's significance chresholds, violace any air quality scandards or 

conrribure subscancially co an air qualicy violacion since ehe alcernarive would involve less consrrucrion 

and produce less craffic chan che proposed projecc. Similar ro rhe proposed projecr, ehis alcernacive 

would noc expose sensirive recepcors co subscancial pollucanc concencracions nor produce significanc 

quanriries of hazardous emissions. 

Noise — Under ehe Ease Parking Loc Impacc Avoidance Alcernacive, new permanenc sources of roadway 

noise and daycare noise would be creared. Traffic noise impaccs would be less chan che proposed 

project, due co che crip reduceion nored above, and would resulc in less chan significanc noise impaccs, 

similar ro che proposed projecr. Furrhermore, no significanc noise impaccs are anricipared from ehe 

proposed daycare facilicy. In addicion, periodic conscruccion noise would resulc from developmenr of 

che daycare facilicy, residenrial unics, Salk Communicy Cencer Building, norrh lawn core faciliry, 

mainrenance/seorage area and new or replacemenc laboracory building(s). Due co che presence of 

8-34 



0994 

v. 

Salk Institute Masier Plan Seaion 8.0 
Final EIR (SCH No. 2004111049: Project No. 44675) \ ' Allemalives 

residences near ehe souchern properry boundary, porenrially significanc conscruccion cemporary noise 

impaccs would not be avoided by chis alcernacive. 

Hydrology/Water Quality — This alcernacive would noc subscancially increase rhe amounc of impervious 

surfaces and runoff from che projecc sice. As wich che pcoposed projecc, runoff would be handled by 

ehe exiscing scorm drain and drainage necwork in che projecc area. Similar eo ehe proposed projecc, che 

pocencial conscruccion-relaced wacer qualicy impaces caused by che erosion of disturbed soils and 

sedimencacion of downscream warers would be avoided chrough che implemencacion of BMPs required 

by ehe Cicy and RWQCB. Operarional effeccs eo wacer qualiry caused by minor increases in urban 

"runoff would'be'precluded'by"compliance"wich che'Ciey Scormwacer'regularions: ~~~~ 

Geology — Implemencacion of che Ease Parking Loc Impact Avoidance Alcernacive would noc resulr in 

any significanc geology impaces since none are ancicipaced wich che proposed projecc. The Salk Faulc 

is noc locaced on sice, as previously ehoughc; therefore, rhe fault would have no significant effect on the 

construction of the proposed building(s) on the norrh and south mesas. In addition, the slope stability 

analysis conducted for rhe proposed project concluded that a low potential for slope insrabiliry exists 

on site. Standard design, engineering and construction practices would prevent any potenrial impacts 

from seismic ground accelerarion, soil erosion, expansive soils and oversize marerials. 

Paleontological Resources — Pocencially significanc impaccs eo buried fossU resources would be less chan 

che proposed projecr since excavacion co inscall a second undecground parking garage would noc be 

implemenred wirh rhe Easr. Parking Lor Avoidance Alrernarive. However, grading or excavacion on 

ehe sice would discurb rhe Scripps and Lindavisca geologic formarions, which concain a moderare ro 

high resource sensicivicy. Similar co che proposed projecc, significanc impaces eo paleoncology are 

ancicipaced. 

Conclusion 

The Ease Parking Loe impacc Avoidance Alcernacive would allow che Inscicuce co avoid discurbing 

known hisroric resources (i.e., landscaping and spacial relarionships) in ehe ease parking loc; chus 

impaccs co hiscoric resources would be less chan che proposed projecc. While craffic/circulacion levels 

would be less ehan under che proposed projecc, significanc and unmicigable projecc and cumulacive 

impaccs ac che freeway inrerchange would noc be avoided. New significanc impaces co parking supply 

caused by che loss of an underground parking scrucrure associaced wich ehis alcernacive would noe 

occur under che proposed projecc. The reduceion in developmenc under chis alcernacive would only 

occur in che developed porrion of ehe campus; as such, impaccs co biological resources would be 

idencical eo ehe proposed pcojecc because che same amounc of habicac would be direcrly impacced. The 

pocencial for impaccs co rapcors would be lower under chis alcernacive due co ehe removal of fewer crees 

ehan under rhe proposed projecc. Pocencially significanc indirecc impaces eo habicac and species in ehe 

MHPA would be similar co chae of che proposed project. Impacts to archaeological resources, air 
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quality, noise, hydrology/water quality, geology and paleontology would be similar to or less rhan 

those anticipated for the proposed project. 

The East Parking Lot Impact Avoidance Alternarive would be consiscenc wich che scope, planning and 

archireccural eheme envisioned for rhe siee and would subscancially avoid some of che hiscorical 

resources impacrs of che proposed projecc. Ie would noc, however, accomplish che basic projecr 

objecrives of developing new scienrific research space, allowing che campus eo reach irs 

500,000 sf-capacicy, providing' cenrraiized faciliries for che Inscicuce, saeisfying ehe packing needs of 

che encire facilicy, and allowing for rhe removal of all cemporary buildings on che propercy. 

Eliminaring che scienrific research space inside ehe Torrey Ease Building would subscancially reduce 

che Insricuce's abilicy co atcracc calenced researchers and ro accracc research funding. Due ro the face 

chae sciencific research space and parking associared with the Torrey Ease Building would noe be 

conscrucred under rhe Ease Parking Lor Impacc Avoidance Alcernarive, chis alcernarive would noc 

allow che campus co fully realize ies expansion goals and ie would noe provide sufficienr parking ro 

service che ocher remaining buildings. 

With regard ro rhe Refined Proiecr Design, the East Parking Lot Impact Avoidance Alcernative would 

be consistent wich ehe scope of ehe design scheme envisioned for che sice buc wouid noc accomplish che 

basic proiecc objectives of ehe Refined Projecc Design, including developing ne?.' scientific research 

facilicies, providing cenrraiized faciliries. saeisfying che parking needs of che sice, and allowing for che 

removal of all temporary buildings on campus, in addirion, ic would noc enhance or expand 

environmencal proreccion of sensicive areas eo ehe degree chac ehe Refined Projecr Design would. Ic 

would also resulr in greacer impaces eo biological resources chan che Refined Projecr Design. 

8.4 SUMMARY OF PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 

Table 8-1, Projea Altematives Summary of Impacts, compares rhe significance of rhe pocencial impaccs for 

rhe proposed projecc and for each of che alcernarives considered in decail. The projecc alcernarives 

discussed in chis seccion reduce one or more significanr environmenral impacrs ancicipaced as a resulc 

of ehe proposed projecr. Alchough che No Projecc Alcernacive would resulc in minimal environmencal 

impaccs, che Scace CEQA Guidelines require idenrificacion of an alcernacive ocher chan che No Projecc 

Alcernacive as Environmencally Superior. Because ic would reduce rhe severiry of significanc and 

unmieigabie craffic impaccs idencified for che proposed projecc relarive ro rhe ocher projecc alternarives, 

ehe Reduced Projecc Alcernacive is considered ro be che Environmenrally Superior Alcernacive. 
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Table 8-1 
PROJECT ALTERNATIVES 
SUMMARY OF IMPACTS 

Environmental 
Issue 

Land Use 
Visual Qualicy/ 
Neighborhood 
Characcer 
Biological 
Resources 
Hiscorical 
Resources 
Traffic/ 
Circularion 
Air Qualicy 
Noise 
Hydrology/ 
Wacer Qualicy 
Geology 
Paleoncological 
Resources 

Proposed 
Project 

LS 

LS 

SM 

SM 

SU 

LS 
SM 

LS 

LS 

SM 

No Project/No 
Development 

Alternative 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 

N 
N 

N 

N 

N 

Alternative 
Salk 

Community 
Center 

Building 
Layout 

LS 

SU 

SM 

SM 

SU 

LS 
SM 

LS 

LS 

SM 

, North Mesa 
Intensified 

Developnient 
Alternative 

LS 

SU 

SM 

SM 

SU 

LS 
LSSM 

LS 

LS 

SM 

Neighborhood 
Proposed 

Alternative 

LS 

SU 

SM 

SM 

SU 

LS 
LSSM 

LS • 

LS 

SM 

Reduced 
Project 

Alternative 

ILS 
i 

^LS . 

ISM 
! 

iSM 
i 

;LS 

!LS 
ISM 

;LS 

LS 

ISM 

East Parking 
Lot Impact 
Avoidance 
Alternative 

LS 

LS 

SM 

SM 

SU 

LS 
SM 

LS 

• LS 

SM 

* Only the environmental effects found to be significant for the proposed project ate included in this comparison matrix. 
SU=Significant and Unmitigable; SM=Significant but mitigable; LS = Less than significant; N = No impact. 
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MITIGATION MONITORING AND REPORTING PROGRAM 
for the 

SALK INSTITUTE MASTER PLAN 
(PROJECT NO. 44675; SCH NO. 2004111049) 

This Mitigarion Monitoring and Reporting Program (MMRP) was prepared for rhe Salk Institute 

Master Plan project to comply with the mitigarion monitoring statute, Public agency shall adopt 

monitoring program of mitigation measures and insure their enforceability (Public Resources Code Secrion 

21081.6). This sratute requires public agencies ro "adopr a reporting or monicoring program for rhe 

changes made co che projecc or condicions of projecc approval, adopced in order co micigace or avoid 

significanr effeccs on ehe environment." This program shall be made a requirement of projecr 

approval. Certain changes or alterations (mitigacion measures) are required for the Salk Insticuce 

Master Plan project, as identified in che Environmental Impact Report (EIR) (Project No. 44675, SCH 

No. 2004111049), ro reduce significant environmental effects. For each required mirigation measure, 

a moniroring and/or reporting element is idencified below. 

As Lead Agency for ehe projecc under CEQA, rhe Ciry of San Diego (Cicy) will adminiscer rhe MMRP 
r„_ -U- c n , T„„..;...,.-„ \x~**r.~ Dl-,- ;„-.. T-,ir ..; . - „ :„„J ^.;«u:_ -u;- w n - r o n : j 
i u i tin- tjair. i n ^ L i n j n . i t i aon - i i ia . i i jjivjji.t.L. . i i i i u n i i ak i u n v-uiiLaincu w i t n t i i m i s ivAj.»ii.\j ^ l u v j u c a a 

summary of significanc projecc impaccs, and idencifies che micigacion measures, rhe enriry responsible 

for ensuring compliance, condicions required to verify compliance, and rhe monicoring schedule. 

Tables and figures referred co in ehis MMRP can be found in che EIR. 

GENERAL 

1. Prior co issuance of a Norice co Proceed (NTC), che Assiscanc Depucy Direccor (ADD) 
Environmenral Designee of rhe Enciclemencs Division shall verify chac Mitigacion 
Measures 5.4-1 chrough 5.4-14 (Hiscorical Resources) and 5.10-1 chrough 5.10-5 
(Paleoncological Resources) have been included in rheir encirery on rhe submirred 
consrrucrion documenrs and conerace specificacions, and included under che heading, 
"Environmencal Micigacion Requiremencs." In addirion, che requiremenrs for a 
Preconsrruccion Meeting shall be noced on all conscruccion documencs. 

2. Prior co ehe commencemenc of work, a Preconscruccion Meering (Pre-con) shall be 
conducced and include che Cicy of San Diego's Micigacion Monicoring Coordinacion 
(MMC) Secrion, Residenc Engineer, BuUding Inspecror, Projecc Biologisc, Projecr 
Archaeologisr and Paleoneologise, Applicanc and ocher parries of incerese. 

3. Evidence of compliance wich ocher permirring auchoricies is required, if applicable. 
Evidence shall include eicher copies of permics issued, leccers of resolurion issued by ehe 
Responsible Agency documeneing compliance, or ocher evidence documeneing compliance 
and deemed accepcable by che ADD Environmencal Designee. 
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A. BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

Impaccs co sensicive upland habicars cocal less ehan 0.1 acre (i.e., 0.08 acre) and chus are noe considered 

significanc according ro che Cicy's significance guidelines. No impaccs would occur eo wecland or 

riparian habicacs, souchern willow scrub, or vernal pools. No micigacion for habicac impaccs is required. 

A coeal of approximacely 7.82 acres of habicac would be preserved on sice. A nee 1.27 acres is proposed 

ro be added ro che MHPA preserve. Preserved habicacs include maricime succulenc scrub, Diegan 

coascal sage scrub (including disrurbed), sourhern maricime chaparral, souchern mixed chaparral, non-

nacive grassland, souchern willow scrub, and vernal pools. 

The following measure would reduce pocencial biological resource impacrs to nesting raptors to below 

a level of significance. 

5.3-1 If remova] of any eucalyptus trees or other trees used by raptors for nesring within che 

development area for che Torrey Ease Building and greenhouses is proposed during che 

rapcor breeding season (February 1 rhrough Seprember 15), a qualified biologisr shall 

ensure chat no raprors are nescing in such crees, ro rhe sacisfaccion of che 

Ma^'or/Environmencal Designee. If construction occurs dunn** ehe rancor breedm0 

season, a preconsrruccion survey shaU be conducred and no conscruccion shall occur 

within 300 to 500 feec of any occupied nesc(s) uncil che young fledge. Should che 

biologisc decermine rhac raptors are nesring, the ttees shali not be removed until after 

rhe breeding season. 

To ensure Habicac Managemenc Plan (HMP) implemencacion, che foUowing measure chac requires 

applicanr funding for ehe HMP endowmenc is provided. 

5.3-2 Prior co issuance of che firsc grading permic which would aUow ehe diseurbance of nacive 

habicac, che projecc applicanc shall fully fund che Habitac Managemenc Plan 

endowmenc of $44,500. , 

Indirecr impacrs due co noise, brush managemenr/invasive species inrrusion, and grading/land 

developmenc are potentially significant despiee compliance wich Cicy regularions and che MSCP 

Subarea Plan; however, measures described below would micigace such impaccs co a level less chan 

significanc and ensure rhac che proposed projecc is in conformance wich che MSCP Land Use 

Adjacency Guidelines. 

5.3-3 Prior eo che firsr pre-consrrucrion meecing for che Salk Communicy Cencer Buiiding, norch 

lawn core facilicy and norchern parking scrucrure, rhe Mayor/Environmencal Designee 

shall verify chac che MHPA boundaries and rhe following projecr requiremenrs regarding 

rhe coascal California gnaccaccher are shown on che conscruccion plans: 
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No clearing, grubbing, grading, or ocher conscruccion accivicies shall occur wichin 500 

feec of ehe MHPA becween March 1 and Augusc 15, che breeding season of che coascal 

California gnaccaccher, uncil ehe following requiremencs have been mec eo che 

sacisfaccion of che Mayor/Environmenral Designee: 

A. A qualified biologisc (possessing a valid ESA Seccion 10(a)(lXA) Recovery 

Permic) shall survey appropriace habicac (coascal sage scrub) areas wichin che 

off-sice MHPA chac lie wichin 500 feec of che projecc foocprinc and would be 

"subjecc eo conscruccion noise levels exceeding 60 dB(A) hourly average for ehe 

presence of che coascal California gnaccaccher. If no appropriace habicac is 

presenc chen ehe surveys will noe be required. If appropriare habirar is presenc, 

surveys for rhe coascal California gnaccaccher shall be conducced pursuanc co 

the protocol survey guidelines established by the USFWS within the breeding 

season prior to the commencement of any conscruccion. If gnaecacchers are 

presenc wichin che MHPA, chen ehe following condicions muse be met: 

I. Becween March 1 and Augusc 15, no clearing, grubbing, or grading of 

occupied pnarrarcher habitat shall he permirred within rhe MHPA. 

Areas resrricced from such accivicies shall be scaked or fenced under rhe 

supervision ofa qualified biologisc; and 

II. Becween March 1 and Augusc 15, no conscrucrion acriviries shall occur 

wichin any porrion ofthe site where construcrion acriviries would resulr in 

noise levels exceeding 60 dB(A) hourly average ac che edge of occupied 

gnaccaccher habicac wichin che MHPA. An analysis showing thac noise 

generared by conscruccion accivicies would noc exceed 60 dB(A) hourly 

average ac che edge of occupied habitac muse be compleced by a qualified 

acouscician (possessing currenc noise engineer license or regiscraeion wich 

monicoring noise level experience wich lisced animal species) and 

approved by ehe Mayor/Environmencal Designee ac lease cwo weeks prior 

ro che commencemenc of conscrucrion acriviries. Prior ro rhe 

commencemenc of conscrucrion accivicies during rhe breeding season, 

areas resericred from such accivicies shall be scaked or fenced under rhe 

supervision ofa qualified biologisc; or 

III. Ac lease cwo weeks prior ro ehe commencemenc of conscrucrion acriviries, 

under che direccion of a qualified acouscician, noise accenuacion measures 

(e.g., berms, walls) shall be implemenred co ensure chac noise levels 

resulring from consrruccion accivicies will noc exceed 60 dB(A) houcly 

average ar rhe edge of habirac (within the MHPA) occupied by the coastal 
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_ California gnatcatcher. Concurrent with che commencemenc of s 
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California gnaccaccher. Concurrent wich che commencemenc of 

conscruccion accivicies and ehe conscruccion of necessary noise accenuacion 

facilicies, noise monicoring* shall be conducced at the edge of the 

occupied habitat area within the MHPA to ensure chae noise levels do noc 

exceed 60 dB(A) hourly average. If rhe noise arcenuaeion cechniques 

implemenced are decermined to be inadequate by the qualified 

acoustician or biologist, then ehe associaced conscrucrion acriviries shall 

cease unci! such time that adequate noise attenuation is achieved or until 

the end of the breeding season (August 16). 

*Construction noise shall continue to be monitored at least twice weekly on varying days, or more 
frequently depending on the construction activity, to verify that noise levels at the edge of 
occupied habicat within the MHPA are maintained below 60 dB(A) hourly average or to the 
ambient noise level if it already exceeds 60 dE(A) hourly average. Ifnot, other measures shall be 
implemented in consultation with the biologist and the Mayor/Environmental Designee, as 
necessary, to reduce noise levels within occupied MHPA habitat to below 60 dB(A) houcly average 
or to the ambient noise level if it already exceeds 60 dB(A) hourly average. Such measures may 
include, but are not limiced to, limitations on the placement of conscrucrion equipment and the 
simultaneous use of equipment. 

If coastal California gnaecacchers are noc dececced within the MHPA during the 
nrotocol surve" the qualified biologist shall submit substantial evidence to the 

Mayor/Environmental Designee and applicable resource agencies which demonstrares 

whether or nor mitigation measures such as noise walls are necessary berween March 1 

and Augusr 15 as follows: 

• If this evidence indicates the potential is high for coastal California gnatcatcher to be 

presenr based on historical records or site conditions, rhen Condition A.III shall be 

adhered to as specified above. 

• If this evidence concludes that no impacts co ehis species are ancicipaced, no micigacion 

measures would be necessary. 

5-3-4 Prior ro issuance of any grading permirs for projeccs adjacenc eo che MHPA, che Cicy shall 

review che final landscaping plan(s) for che Salk Communicy Cencer co ensure chac plants 

in any caeegory of che California Invasive Plane Council (Cal-IPC) 2006 lisc, or orherwise 

known co che Cicy co be invasive species, are nor being used. 

5.3-5 Prior ro grubbing, clearing, and/or grading for rhe Salk Communiry Cencer Building and 

norchern parking garage, a pre-conscruccion meeting shall be conducced wich the projecc 

biologisc and ehe conscruccion supervisors. All sensicive areas ro be avoided shall be 

flagged, and ehe concracrors shall be informed regarding no-entry areas. 

5-3-6 Prior ro grubbing, clearing, and/or grading for rhe Salk Communiry Cenrer Building and 

northern parking garage, the entire limits of grading shall be fenced with silt fencing and 
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orange conscruccion fencing co preclude encry inco sensicive MHPA or ocher preserved 

areas. 

5.3-7 During grading for rhe Salk Communicy Cencer Building and norrhern parking garage, a 

biological moniror shall conduce sice visics co assure chac conscruccion personnel and 

equipmenc do noc encroach upon any sensicive areas. 

B. HISTORICAL RESOURCES 

The following measures would reduce pocencial hiscorical resource impacrs relaced ro spacial 

relacionships and che ease parking loc landscaping, associaced wich RehabUicaeion Scandards 2 and 9, 

ro below a level of significance. 

5.4-1 All healrhy Chinese Fringe crees shall be carefully removed from che planring beds wichin 

ehe exiscing ease parking lot and replanred as part of the landscaping for the proposed 

Torrey Easr Building. The rrees shall remain in proximity to their original location and 

provide a tangible link to ehe hiscory of che siee: 

5.4-2 The landscape concepc plan shall rescore as much of ehe Insricuce's original perimerer 

planrings as possible, as shown in che Landscape Design Guidelines. The Inscitute shall 

inventory its existing perimeter plantings, assess the health of individual specimens and 

replant as necessary. Replanted trees, especially those surrounding the Kahn-designed 

porrions of rhe Insriruce, shall be idencical eo chose species originally pianced and 

idencified on che 1965 Landscape Plan, and ocher landscaping shall use ehe same 

"palecce" of species as chac idencified on ehe 1965 Landscape Plan, co che excenc 

pracricable given exiscing Cicy regulacions. 

5.4-3 The final design for che Torrey Ease Building shall feacure a ground-level, rwo-srory 

transparenr arrium space designed to permit Umited visibility along the same axis as 

the courtyard of the original laboratory building, in accordance with ehe Archiceccural 

Design Guidelines. 

The following measures would avoid or reduce porenrial impaccs eo Camp Callan-relared hiscoric-era 

archaeological resources on ehe norch mesa co below a level of significance. 

5.4-4 Prior eo Permic Issuance 

(A) Enciclemencs Plan Check 

1. Prior ro Norice co Proceed (NTP) for any consrruccion permics, including buc noc 

limiced eo, the first Grading Permir, Demolirion Plans/Permits and Building 
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Plans/Permics, buc prior co ehe firsc peeconscruccion meering, whichever is 

applicable, che Assiscanc Depucy Direccor (ADD) Environmencal designee shall 

verify chac ehe requiremencs for archaeological monicoring have been noced on che 

appropriare conscruccion documencs. 

c 

(B) Lerrers of Qualificarion have been submicced co ADD 

1. The applicanc shall submic a leccer of verificarion co Micigacion Monicoring 

Coordinarion (MMC) idencifying che Principal Invesrigacor (PI) for rhe projecr andlhe' 

names of all persons involved in rhe archaeological moniroring program, as defined in 

rhe Ciry of San Diego Hiscorical Resources Guidelines (HRG). If applicable, 

individuals involved in che archaeological monicoring program musr have compleced 

che 40-hour HAZWOPER rraining wich cerrificacion documentation. 

2. MMC will provide a lerrer to the applicant confirming the qualifications of the PI and 

all persons involved in the archaeological moniroring of the projecr. 

3 p ^ r\r rr \ rr i& cf-nrf- of work, the applicant must obcain a^^roval from MM^C for anv 

personnel changes associaced with the monitoring program. 

5.4-5 Prior to Start of Conscrucrion 

(A) Verificarion of Records Search 

1. The PI shall provide verificarion to MMC chac a sice specific records search ('/i mile 

radius) has been complered. Verificacion includes, hue is noe limiced to a copy of a 

confirmarion lerrer from South Coascal Informacion Cencer, or, if che search was in-

house, a leccer of verificarion from che PI searing chae che search was compleced. 

2. The leccer shall inrroduce any perrinenr informarion concerning expecracions and 

probabiliries of discovery during crenching and/or grading acriviries. 

3- The PI may submic a decailed leccer co MMC requesring a reduceion eo che VA mUe 

radius. 

(B) PI Shall Accend Precon Meecings 

1. Prior co beginning any work chac requires moniroring; rhe Applicanc shall arrange a 

Precon Meering chac shall include che PI, Conscruccion Manager (CM) and/or Grading 

Concraccor, Residenc Engineer (RE), BuUding Inspecror (Bi), if appropriare, and 

MMC. The qualified Archaeologisr Moniror shall accend any grading/excavarion 
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relaced Precon Meecings eo make commencs and/or suggescions concerning che 

Archaeological Moniroring program wich ehe Conscrucrion Manager and/or Grading 

Concraccor. 

a. If ehe PI is unable eo accend che Precon Meering, ehe Applicanc shall schedule a 

focused Precon Meecing wich MMC, ehe PI, RE, CM or BI, if appropriace, prior co 

che start of any work rhar requires monitoring. 

2. Identify Areas to be Monieored 

a. Prior co che scare of any work chac requires moniroring, che PI shall submic an 

Archaeological Monicoring Exhibic (AME) based on che appropriace construcrion 

documencs (reduced co 11x17) eo MMC idencifying ehe areas ro be monirored 

including che deUneaeion of grading/excavarion limirs. 

b. The AME shaU be based on rhe resulcs of a sice specific records search as well as 

informacion regarding exisring known soil condirions (nacive or formarion). 

3. When Monicoring WUl Occur 

MMC chrough rhe RE indicacing when and where monicoring will occur, 

b. The PI may submir a derailed leccer co MMC prior ro che scare of work or during 

consrruccion requescing a modificacion co che monicoring program. This requesc 

shall be based on relevanr informarion such as review of final conscrucrion 

documencs which indicace sice condicions such as depch of excavacion and/or sice 

graded to bedrock, ecc, which may reduce or increase rhe porenrial for resources 

ro be present. 

5.4-6 During Consrrucrion 

(A) The Monicor Shall Be Presenr During Grading/Excavacion/Trenching 

1. The Archaeological Moniror shall be presenr full-cime during 

grading/excavarion/rrenching acriviries which could resulc in impaces co 

archaeological resources as idencified on ehe AME. The Nacive American monicoc 

shall determine the extent of their presence during consrrucrion related activities 

based on the AME and provide that informacion co ehe PI and MMC. The 

Construction Manager is responsible for notifying the RE, PI, and MMC of 

changes co any construction activities. 

2. The monitor shall document field accivicy via che Consulcanc Siee Visie Record 

(CSVR). The CSVR's shall be faxed by che CM co che RE ehe firsc day of 
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monicoring, rhe lasr day of monicoring, monehly (Norificarion of Monitoring 

Completion), and in the case of ANY discoveries. The RE shall forward copies to 

MMC. 

3. The PI may submic a decailed leccer co MMC during conscrucrion requesring a 

modification to rhe monitoring program when a field condirion such as modern 

diseurbance post-dating the previous grading/trenching accivities, presence of fossil 

formations, or when native soils are encountered may reduce or increase the 

potential for resources to be present. 

(B) Discovery Notification Process 

1. In the event ofa discovery, rhe Archaeological Moniror shall direct the concraccor 

co cemporarily diverr trenching activities in the area of discovery and immediarely 

notify the RE or BI, as appropriare. 

2. The Monitor shall immediately norify the PI (unless Monitor is rhe PI) of rhe 

discovery. 

3- The PI shall immediarely notify MMC by phone of the discovery, and shall also 

submit written documentation to MMC within 24 hours by fax or email with 

phocos of che resource in context, if possible. 

(C) Determinarion of Significance 

1. The PI shall evaluate the significance ofthe resource. 

a. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone eo discuss significance 

decerminacion and shall also submic a leccer Co MMC indicacing whether 

addicional mirigarion is required. 

b. If che resource is significanc, che PI shall submit an Archaeological Data 

Recovery Program (ADRP) and obtain wrirten approval from MMC. Impacts 

to significanc resources musr be micigated before ground disrurbing activicies 

in ehe area of discovery will be allowed co resume. 

c. If resource is nor significanr, che PI shall submic a leccer eo MMC indicacing 

chae arrifacrs will be collecred, curaced, and documenced in ehe Final 

Monicoring Reporc. The leccer shall also indicace chac chac no furchec work is 

required. 
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5.4-7 Nighr and/or Weekend Work 

(A) If nighc and/or weekend work is included in che conerace 

1. When nighc and/or weekend work is included in rhe conerace package, the excenc 

and riming shall be presenced and discussed ac ehe Precon Meecing. 

2. The following procedures shall be followed. 

a. No Discoveries 

In ehe evenc chac no discoveries were encountered during night and/or 

weekend work, the PI shall record the informarion on ehe CSVR and submic co 

MMC via fax by SAM of che nexc business day. 

b. Discoveries 

All discoveries shall be processed and documenred using ehe exiscing 

procedures derailed in Sections III - During Consrrucrion, and IV — Discovery 

of Human Remains. 

c. Porentially Significant Discoveries 

If the PI decermines chac a pocencially significanc discovery has been made, che 

procedures decailed under Secrion III - During Conscrucrion shall be followed. 

d. The PI shall immediacely concacc MMC, or by SAM of ehe nexc business day 

co report and discuss the findings as indicated in Section III-B, unless other 

specific arrangements have been made. 

(B) If nighr and/or weekend work becomes necessary during the course of construction 

1. The Construction Manager shall notify che RE, or BI, as appropriare, a minimum 

of 24 hours before che work is eo begin. 

2. The RE, or BI, as appropriare, shall norify MMC immediarely. 

(C) All ocher procedures described above shall applv. as appropriace. 
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5.4-8 Posc-Conseruceion 

(A) Prepararion and Submiccal of Draft Monitoring Reporr 

1. The PI shall submit two copies of ehe Draft Monitoring Report (even if negative), 

prepared in accordance with the Hiscorical Resources Guidelines (Appendix C/D) 

which describes che resulcs, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of rhe 

Archaeological Monicoring Program (wirh appropriare graphics) ro MMC for 

review and approval wichin 90~days~f6llowing~tKe completion of monitoring^ 

a. For significanr archaeological resources encounrered during monitoring, the 

Archaeological Data Recovery Program shall be included in rhe Draft 

Monitoring Report. 

b. Recording Sices wich Scace of California Deparcmenc of Parks and Recrearion 

The PI shall be responsible for recording (on che appropriate State of 

California Department of Park and Recrearion forms-DPR 523 A/B) a.ny 

significant or porentially significanr resources encountered during rhe 

Archaeological Moniroring Program in accordance wirh the Cicy's Hiscorical 

Resources Guidelines, and submiccal of such forms ro che South Coastal 

Informacion Cencer wirh che Final Monicoring Reporc. 

2. MMC shall rerurn che Drafr Monitoring Report to the PI for revision or, for 

prepararion of ehe Final Reporc. 

3- The PI shall submic revised Draft Moniroring Reporr ro MMC for approval. 

4. MMC shall provide wrirren verificacion eo che PI of che approved report. 

5. MMC shall norify rhe RE or BI, as appropriare, of receipr of all Draft Monicoring 

Reporc submieeals and approvals. 

(B) Handling of Arrifacrs 

1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring rhar all culrural remains collecced are 

cleaned and cacalogued 

2. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring rhac all arrifaccs are analyzed to idenrify 

funccion and chronology as chey relace co ehe hiscory of che area; chac faunal 

maeerial is idencified as co species; and chae specialey scudies are completed, as 

appropriare. 

3- The cost for curarion is the responsibiliry of rhe properry owner. 
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/ (C) Curarion of artifacts: Accession Agreemenr and Acceprance Verificacion 

1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring that all artifacts associated wich che 

survey, eescing and/or daca recovery for chis projecc are permanencly curaced wich 

an appropriace inscicucion. This shall be compleced in consulcacion wich MMC and 

che Nacive American represenracive, as applicable. 

2. The Pi shall include che Accepcance Verificarion from che curacion institution in 

the Final Monitoring Report submitted to che RE or BI and MMC. 

(D) Final Monitoring Reporrfs) 

1. The PI shall submit one copy ofthe approved Final Monitoring Report to the RE 

or BI as appropriare, and one copy ro MMC (even if negative), within 90 days after 

nocificacion from MMC chae che draft reporr has been approved. 

2. The RE shaU, in no case, issue the Norice of Complecion and/or release of che 

Performance Bond for grading uncil receiving a copy of rhe approved Final 

Monitoring Reporc from MMC which includes che Acceptance Verification from 

che curacion inscicucion. 

The following measures would avoid or reduce pocencial impaccs eo unknown prehiscoric 

archaeological resources on rhe projecc sice co below a level of significance. 

5.4-9 Prior ro Permic Issuance 

(A) Enrielemencs Plan Check 

1. Prior co Norice co Proceed (NTP) for any construcrion permits, including but not 

limired to, the first Grading Permir, Demolition Plans/Permirs and Building 

Plans/Permits, but prior to che firsc preconscruccion meering, whichever is 

applicable, rhe Assisranr Depury Direcror (ADD) Environmencal designee shall 

verify that the requirements for archaeological monitoring and Native American 

monitoring have been noced on ehe appropriace conscruccion documencs. 

(B) Leccers of Qualificarion have been submicced eo ADD 

1. The applicanc shall submic a leccer of verificarion ro Micigacion Monicoring 

Coordinarion (MMC) idencifying che Principal Invesrigacor (PI) for che projecc and 

che names of all persons involved in che archaeological monicoring program, as 

defined in rhe Cicy of San Diego Hiscorical Resources Guidelines (HRG). If 
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applicable, individuals involved in che archaeological monicoring program muse /--

have compleced the 40-hour HAZWOPER craining wich cerrificacion 

documencacion. 

2. MMC will provide a lerrer co che applicanc confirming che qualificarions of ehe PI 

and all persons involved in che archaeological moniroring ofthe project. 

3- Prior ro ehe scare of work, rhe applicanc must obtain approval from MMC for any 

personnel changes associated with che monicoring program. 

5.4-10 Prior eo Scare of Conscruccion 

(A) Verificacion of Records Search 

1. The PI shall provide verificarion co MMC chae a sice specific records search {VA mile 

radius) has been complered. Verificarion includes, buc is noc limited to a copy of a 

confirmation leccer from Souch Coascal Informarion Cenrer, or, if rhe search was 

in-house. a leccer of verificarion from che PI searing rhac che search was comoleced. 

2. The leccer shall incroduce any percinenc informarion concerning expectations and 

probabiliries of discovery during trenching and/or grading activities. 

3. The PI may submit a detailed letter to MMC requesting a reducrion ro the VA mile 

radius. 

(B) PI Shall Artend Precon Meecings 

1. Prior to beginning any work that requires monitoring; the Applicant shall arrange 

a Precon Meeting thac shall include che PI, Conscruccion Manager (CM) and/or 

Grading Concraccor, Residenc Engineer (RE), Building Inspeccor (BI), if 

appropriare, and MMC. The qualified Archaeologisr and Narive American 

Monicor shaU accend any grading/excavarion relaced Precon Meetings ro make 

commenrs and/or suggescions concerning che Archaeological Moniroring program 

wich che Conscrucrion Manager and/or Grading Concraccor. 

a. If che PI is unable co accend che Precon Meecing, che Applicanc shall schedule 

a focused Precon Meecing wich MMC, che PI, RE, CM or BI, if appropriace, 

prior co che scare of any work rhac requires monicoring. 
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7 2. Idencify Areas co be Monieored 

a. Prior eo ehe scare of any work chac requires moniroring, che PI shall submic an 

Archaeological Monicoring Exhibic (AME) based on che appropriace 

conscrucrion documencs (reduced co 11x17) co MMC idencifying che areas co 

be monieored including che delineacion of grading/excavarion limics. 

b. The AME shall be based on ehe resulcs of a siee specific records search as well 

as informacion regarding exisring known soil condirions (nacive or formarion). 

3. When Monicoring Will Occur 

a. Prior eo che scare of any work, rhe PI shall also submir a consrrucrion schedule 

ro MMC chrough the RE indicaring when and where moniroring will occur. 

b. The PI may submic a decailed leccer co MMC prior eo ehe scare of work or 

during conscrucrion requesring a modificacion co che monicoring program. 

This requesr shali be based on relevant information such as review of final 

conscruccion documencs which indicace sice condicions such as depch of 

excavacion and/or sice graded ro bedrock, ere, which may reduce or increase 

ehe poeential for resources co be presenc. 

5.4-11 During Conscruccion 

(A) The Monicor Shall Be Presenc During Grading/Excavacion/Trenching 

1. The Archaeologicai Moniror shall be presenc full-cime during 

grading/excavacion/erenching acriviries which could resulc in impacrs co 

archaeological resources as idencified on che AME. The Narive American monitor 

shall determine rhe extent of their presence during construction related activities 

based on the AME and provide chae infotmation eo che PI and MMC. The 

Construction Manager is responsible for notifying the RE, PI, and MMC of 

changes to any construction activities. 

2. The monicor shall documenc field accivicy via che Consulcanc Site Visic Record 

(CSVR). The CSVR's shall be faxed by che CM co ehe RE che firsc day of 

monitoring, che lasc day of monicoring, monrhly (Norificarion of Monitoring 

Completion), and in the case of ANY discoveries. The RE shall forward copies to 

MMC. 

3- The PI may submit a detailed letter eo MMC during conscmccion requescing a 

modificacion eo che monicoring program when a field condirion such as modern 

diseurbance posc-daeing ehe previous grading/crenching accivicies, presence of fossil 
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formarions, or when narive soils are encountered may reduce or increase the s" 

pocencial for resources co be presenc. 

(B) Discovery Norificarion Process 

1. In che evenc ofa discovery, rhe Archaeological Monicor shall direcc che concraccor 

to cemporarily diverr crenching acriviries in the area of discovery and immediately 

notify the RE or BI, as appropriare. 

2. The Moniror shall immediarely norify the PI (unless Monitor is the PI) of the 

discovery. 

3. The PI shall immediarely notify MMC by phone of the discovery, and shall also 

submir written documentation to MMC within 24 hours by fax or email wirh 

photos ofthe resource in concexc, if possible. 

(C) Decerminacion of Significance 

1. The PI AND Narive American Moniror shaU evaluace che significance of che 

resource. If Human Remains are involved, follow protocol in MM 5.4-11 below. 

a. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone to discuss significance 

determination and shall also submit a letter to MMC indicating whether 

additional mitigation is required. 

b. If ehe resource is significanc, che PI shaU submic an Archaeological Daca 

Recovery Program (ADRP) and obcain wrirren approval from MMC. Impaccs 

co significant resources must be mitigated before ground disturbing acriviries 

in the area of discovery will be aUowed to resume. 

c. If resource is not significanr, the PI shall submit a leccer co MMC indicaring 

chac arrifacts will be collected, curated, and documented in the Final 

Monitoring Report. The letter shall also indicare rhar rhar no furcher work is 

required. 

5.4-12 Discovery of Human Remains 

If human remains are discovered, work shall hale in chae area and che following procedures as 

sec forch in che California Public Resources Code (Sec. 5097.98) and Srare Healrh and Safecy 

Code (Sec. 7050.5) shaU be undertaken: 
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ooio*7 
(A) Norification 

1. Archaeological Monitor shall notify the RE or BI as appropriace, MMC, and che 

PI, if che Monicor is noc qualified as a PL MMC will norify che appropriace Senior 

Planner in che Environmencal Analysis Secrion (EAS). 

2. The PI shall nocify che Medical Examiner after consulcacion wich che RE, eicher in 

person or via celephone. 

(B) Isolate discovery sice 

1. Work shall bc direcced away from rhe locarion of che discovery and any nearby 

area reasonably suspecred co overlay adjacenc human remains unril a 

decerminarion can be made by che Medical Examiner in consulraeion wich che PI 

concerning che provenience of che remains. 

2. The Medical Examiner, in consulcation with che PI, will decermine che need for a 

field examinarion eo decermine che provenience. 

3. If a field examinarion is not warranred, che Medical Examiner will decermine wich 

inpuc from rhe PI, if rhe remains are or are mosc likely co be of Native American 

origin. 

(C) If Human Remains ARE derermined co be Nacive American 

1. The Medical Examiner will notify che Nacive American Herirage Commission 

(NAHC) wichin 24 hours. By law, ONLY che Medical Examiner can make rhis 

call. 

2. NAHC will immediacely idencify che person or persons derermined ro be the Most 

Likely Descendent (MLD) and provide contact information. 

3. The MLD will contact the PI within 24 hours or sooner afrer the Medical 

Examiner has completed coordination, co begin ehe consulcarion process in 

accordance wirh che California Public Resource and Healrh & Safecy Codes. 

4. The MLD will have 48 hours ro make recommendacions eo ehe properry owner or 

represenracive, for the treatmenc or disposicion wich proper digniry, of che human 

remains and associared grave goods. 

5. Disposition of Native American Human Remains shall be determined berween the 

MLD and rhe PI, IF: 

a. The NAHC is unable ro identify the MLD, OR the MLD failed to make a 

recommendation within 48 hours after being notified by the Commission; OR; 

b. The landowner or authorized represenrarive rejects the recommendation of the 

MLD and mediaeion in accordance wich PRC 5097.94 (k) by che NAHC fails 

co provide measures accepcable co che landowner. 
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c. In order eo procecc chese sices, che Landowner shall do one or more of che 

following: 

(1) Record ehe sice wich ehe NAHC; 

(2) Record an open space or conservarion easemenc on che sice; 

(3) Record a documenc wich ehe Councy. 

d. Upon che discovery of mulciple Nacive American human remains during a 

ground discurbing land developmenr accivicy, che landowner may agree rhac 

addicional conferral wich descendancs is necessary ro consider culcurally 

£pp r 0 p r j a t e treatmenc of miileiple Nacive American human remains'." 

Culturally appropriare treatment of such a discovery may be ascertained from 

review of ehe siee ucilizing culcural and archaeological srandards. Where rhe 

parries are unable ro agree on rhe appropriate treatment measures the human 

remains and buried wirh Nacive American human remains shall be reincerred 

wirh appropriare digniry, pursuanr co Secrion 5.c., above. 

(D) If Human Remains are NOT Narive American 

1. The PI shall concacc ehe Medical Examiner and norify rhem of che hiscoric era 

rnnTexr nf the boriah 

2. The Medical Examiner wUl decermine ehe appropriace course of accion wich che PI 

and Cicy scaff (PRC 5097.98). 

3- If ehe remains are of hisroric origin, rhey shall be appropriarely .removed and 

conveyed ro che Museum of Man for analysis. The decision for inrernmenc of che 

human remains shall be made in consulraeion with MMC, EAS, the 

applicant/landowner and che Museum of Man. 

5.4-13 Nighc and/or Weekend Work 

(A) If nighc and/or weekend work is included in che conerace 

1. When nighc and/or weekend work is included in che conerace package, ehe excenc 

and riming shall be presenced and discussed ac che Precon Meecing. 

2. The following procedures shall be followed. 

a. No Discoveries 

In che evenc chac no discoveries were encounrered during nighr and/or 

weekend work, che PI shall record che informacion on the CSVR and submit to 

MMC via fax by SAM of che nexc business day. 

r 
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f ". - . r j Q b. Discoveries 

Q O •*• All discoveries shall be processed and documenced using che exiscing 

procedures decailed in Seccions III - During Conscruccion, and IV — Discovery 

of Human Remains. 

c. Porenrially Significanc Discoveries 

If che PI decermines chae a pocencially significanc discovery has been made, che 

procedures derailed under Secrion III - During Consrruccion shall be followed. 

d. The Pi shall immediacely concacc MMC, or by 8AM of che nexc business day 

co reporc and discuss che findings as indicaced in Seccion III-B, unless ocher 

specific arrangemenrs have been made. 

(B) If nighc and/or weekend work becomes necessary during rhe course of conscruccion 

1. The Construcrion Manager shall norify the RE, or BI, as appropriace, a minimum 

of 24 hours before che work is co begin. 

2. The RE or BI as a^TO^riate shall notifi' MM1C immediateh'. 

(C) All other procedures described above shall applv. as appropriate. 

5.4-14 Post-Cons truct ion 

(A) Prepararion and Submirtal of Draft Monitoring Report 

1. The PI shall submit two copies ofthe Draft Monitoring Report (even if negative), 

prepared in accordance with the Historical Resources Guidelines (Appendix C/D) 

which describes the resulcs, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of ehe 

Archaeological Monicoring Program (wich appropriace graphics) ro MMC for 

review and approval wichin 90 days following ehe complecion of monicoring, 

a. For significanc archaeological resources encouncered during monicoring, rhe 

Archaeological Data Recovery Program shall be included in rhe Draft 

Monitoring Reporc. 

b. Recording Sires wich Scace of California Deparrmenr of Parks and Recrearion 

The PI shall be responsible for recording (on rhe appropriare Seace of 

California Deparcmenc of Park and Recrearion forms-DPR 523 A/B) any 

significant or potentially significant resources encounteced during ehe 

Archaeological Moniroring Program in accordance wich che Cicy's Hiscorical 

Resources Guidelines, and submiccal of such forms co che Souch Coascal 

Informarion Cenrer wirh rhe Final Monicoring Repore. 
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001030 2. MMC shall rerurn rhe Draft Monitoring Report to the PI for revision or, for 

preparacion of che Final Reporc. 

3. The PI shall submic revised Draft Monicoring Reporr co MMC for approval. 

4. MMC shall provide wrirren verificacion co che PI of che approved reporc. 

5. MMC shall nocify che RE or BI, as appropriace, of receipc of all Draft Moniroring 

Reporr submieeals and approvals. ~~ ~ ~~ 

(B) Handling of Artifacts 

1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring rhar all cultural remains collecred are 

cleaned and cacalogued 

2. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring chac all arcifaccs are analyzed to idencify 

funccion and chronology as chey relate to ehe hiscory of rhe area; rhac faunal 

material is identified as co species: and rhar specialry srudies are completed, as 

appropriate. 

3. The cost for curation is the responsibiliry of rhe property owner. 

(C) Curation of artifacts: Accession Agreement and Acceptance Verification 

1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring rhat all artifacts associated with the 

survey, testing and/or dara recovery for this project are permanently curared wirh 

an appropriate institution. This shali be compleced in consulcacion wich MMC and 

che Nacive American represenrarive, as applicable. 

2. The PI shall include ehe Accepcance Verificarion from rhe curarion inscicucion in 

ehe Final Monicoring Repore submicced co che RE or BI and MMC. 

(D) Final Monicoring Reporc(s) 

1. The PI shall submic one copy of che approved Final Moniroring Reporc to che RE 

or BI as appropriace, and one copy co MMC (even if negacive), wichin 90 days afcer 

nocificacion from MMC chat che draft report has been approved. ' 

2. The RE shall, in no case, issue rhe Notice of Complecion and/or release of rhe 

Performance Bond for grading uncil receiving a copy of che approved Final 
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Monicoring Reporc from MMC which includes che Accepcance Verificacion from 

ehe curacion inscicucion 

C. TRAFFIC AND CIRCULATION 

Micigacion for projecc impaccs co che incersecrion of I-5/Genesee Avenue would involve paymenc of fair-

share fees by rhe projecc applicanc and ochers chae woiUd concribuce funding coward planned incersecrion 

improvemenrs. The improvemencs would replace che Genesee Avenue overpass ac 1-5, inscall cwo 

addicional lanes and dual left curn lanes along Genesee Avenue and make freeway ramp mecer changes. 

Since che improvemenrs eo the I-5/Genesee incerseccion are noc assured ar chis cime, direcr and 

cumulacive impaccs would remain significanc and unmicigable uncil such improvemenrs are conscrucced, 

despiee rhe implemencacion of che following micigacion measures. 

5.5-1 Prior eo issuance ofa cerrificace of occupancy on projecc buildings chae would concribuce new 

traffic, rhe projecc applicanc shall concribure funds ac a race of $1,000.00 per rrip impaccing 

the freeway, up co $353,000.00 (see Table 9-9 in Appendix D), for regional improvemenrs ac 

che I-5/Genesee Avenue incersecrion, co ehe sacisfaccion of che Cicy Engineer. This 

conrriburion shall be paid as cerrificace of occupancy permic(s) are issued during rhe phased 

projecc buildouc. 

5.5-2 The projecc applicanc shall concinue co parricipare in che current TDM shuttle arrangemenc. 

Prior co cerrificace of occupancy on buildings chac would creare new craffic, che applicanr shall 

decermine whether it wUl continue to parricipaee in che currenc arrangemenc or begin co 

provide a privare shurcle service for ies employees becween che projecc sice and the regional 

cransit centers. Regardless of which shurrle arrangement is chosen, the applicant shall provide 

transit pass subsidies for its employees and provide a kiosk or bullerin board on the campus 

displaying information on transit uses, carpooling, and other forms of ridesharing. 

D. NOISE 

The following construction noise control measures shall be incorporated into the contractor 

specifications and used to reduce temporary consrruction noise to below significant levels: 

5.7-1 Prior co the commencement of construcrion, the construction contractor shall contact a 

qualified acoustician to prepare a conscrucrion noise concrol plan(s). The plan(s) shall evaluare 

noise levels based on accual sound levels and acousric heighes of equipmenc proposed for use. 

The plan(s) shall idenrify appropriace mechods for achieving che 75 dB L chreshold averaged 

over 12 hours. Mechods could include ehe use of- noise barriers and/or operarional 

adjuscmencs. 
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5.7-2 Only equipmenc capable of performing necessary casks wich the lowest possible sound level 

and acoustic height shall be used. 

5.7-3 All construcrion equipmenc shall be operaced and maincained so as eo minimize noise 

generacion. Equipmenc and vehicles shall be kepc in good repair and fieeed wich 

manufaccurer- recommended mufflers. 

5-7-4 If deemed necessary by an acousrical consulranc, shielding in che form of remporary barriers 

shalFbe providedfor scandard accivicy, and portaBIe~nois"e screens or enclosures shall be 

utUized for high-noise activities/with equipment. The noise barriers used musr block line-of-

sight between source and receiver, be consrructed of solid material and be long enough to 

prevenr sound from flanking around rhe end of rhe barrier. 

E. PALEONTOLOGICAL RESOURCES 

The following measures would avoid or reduce porential impacts to paleontological resources below a 

level of significance. 

5.10-1 Prior to Permit Issuance 

A. Entitlements Plan Check 

1. Prior to Notice to Proceed (NTP) for any conscruccion permirs, including bur nor 

limiced to, the first Grading Permic, Demolicion Plans/Permics and Building 

Plans/Permirs, buc prior co che firsc preconscruccion meecing, whichever is applicable,! 

rhe Assiscanc Depucy Director (ADD) Environmencal designee shall verify rhat the 

requirements for Paleonrological Moniroring have been noted on the appropriare 

construcrion documencs. 

B. Leccers of Qualificarion have been submicced co ADD 

1. The applicanc shall submic a leccer of verificarion eo Micigacion Monitoring 

Coordination (MMC) identifying the Principal Investigator (PI) for the project and the 

names of all persons involved in che paleoncological monicoring program, as defined in 

rhe Ciry of San Diego Paleoncology Guidelines. 

2. MMC will provide a leccer ro rhe applicanr confirming rhe qualificarions of che PI and 

all persons involved in rhe paleoncological monitoring ofthe projecc. 

3. Prior ro rhe start of work, the applicanc shall obcain approval from MMC for any 

personnel changes associaced wich che monicoring program. 

r 
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/ ~ " 5.10-2 Prior to Start of Construction 

A. Verificarion of Records Search 

1. The PI shall provide verificacion co MMC chac a siee specific records search has been 

compleced. Verificacion includes, buc is noc limiced eo a copy of a confirmacion leccer 

from San Diego Nacural Hiscory Museum, ocher insrirurion or, if the search was in-

house, a leccer of verificacion from che PI searing chac che search was compleced. 

2. The leccer shall incroduce any perrinenc informarion concerning expecrarions and 

probabiliries of discovery during crenching and/or grading accivicies. 

B. PI Shall Accend Precon Meerings 

1. Prior co beginning any work chac requires monicoring, ehe Applicanc shall arrange a 

Precon Meering thac shall include che PI, Conscruccion Manager (CM) and/or Grading 

Concraccor, Residenc Engineer (RE), Building Inspeccor (BI), if appropriare, and 

MMC. The qualified paleoncologist shaU accend any grading/excavarion related Precon 

Meetings to make comments and/or suggestions concerning the Paleontological 

Monitoring program with che Conscrucrion Manager and/or Grading Concraccor. 

a. If the PI is "nable co ar'"en ehe Pr*>'""ri ^•leeem" rr̂ ** Ar-,T^!iC':in*' cha!I sch'>" , ile a 

focused Precon Meecing wich MMC, che PI, RE, CM or BI, if appropriace, prior ro 

the starr of any work rhat requires moniroring. 

2. Identify Areas to be Monitored 

Prior to the starr of any work rhat requires monitoring, the PI shali submit a 

Paleontological Monitoring Exhibit (PME) based on the appropriate construction 

documents (reduced to 11x17) to MMC identifying the areas ro be monitored 

including rhe delinearion of grading/excavation limits. The PME shall be based on the 

resulrs of a sire specific records search as well as information regarding exisring known 

soil conditions (narive or formation). 

3- When Monitoring Will Occur 

a. Prior to the start of any work, the PI shall also submic a conscrucrion schedule eo 

MMC chrough che RE indicacing when and where moniroring will occur. 

b . The PI may submir a decailed leccer co MMC prior ro che scare of work or during 

conscruccion requesring a modificarion ro che monicoring program. This requesc 

shall be based on relevanc informacion such as review of final conscruccion 

i documencs which indicace conditions such as depth of excavacion and/or site 

graded to bedrock, presence or absence of fossil resources, etc., which may reduce 

or increase che pocencial for resources co be presenc. 
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5.10-3 During Construction 

A. Monicor Shall be Presenr During Grading/Excavarion/Trenching 

1. The monicor shall be presenc full-cime during grading/excavacion/erenching accivicies 

as idencified on che PME that could result in impacts to formations wich high and 

moderare resource sensicivicy. The Conscruccion Manager Is responsible for 

nocifying the RE, PI, and MMC of changes to any construction activicies. 

2. The monicor shall documenc field accivicy via che Consulcanc Sice Visie Record (CSVR). 

The CSVR's shall be faxed by ehe CM co che RE ehe firsr day of monicoring, che lasc 

day of monitoring, monthly (Notification of Monitoring Completion), and in the 

case of ANY discoveries. The RE shali forward copies co MMC. 

3. The PI may submic a decailed leccer co MMC during consrrucrion requesring a 

modificarion ro the monicoring program when a field condicion such as rrenching 

accivicies that do not encounter formarional soils as previously assumed, and/or when 

unique/unusual fossils are encounrered, which may reduce or increase the pocencial for 

resources ro be presenc. 

D T^;-^„,, 'KT^^- .C:—. . :„_ n 
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1. In che evenc of a discovery, che Paleoncological Monicor shall direcc che concracror eo 

cemporarily diverr crenching accivicies in che area of discovery and immediarely norify 

rhe RE or BI, as appropriare. 

2. The Monicor shall immediacely nocify che PI (unless Monicor is che PI) of che 

discovery. 

3. The PI shall immediacely nocify MMC by phone of che discovery, and shall also submic-

wrirten documentation to MMC within 24 houts by fax or email with photos of the 

resource in context, if possible. 

C. Detetmination of Significance 

1. The PI shall evaluate the significance of rhe resource. 

a. The PI shall immediately notify MMC by phone to discuss significance 

determinarion and shaU also submit a letter to MMC indicating whether 

additional mitigacion is required. The decerminarion of significance for fossil 

discoveries shall be ar rhe discretion ofthe PI. 

b. If the resource is significant, the PI shall submit a Paleontological Recovery 

Program (PRP) and obtain written approval from MMC. Impacrs to significant 

resources must be mitigated before ground disrurbing activicies in che area of 

discovery will be allowed co resume. 

c. If resource is not significanc (e.g., small pieces of broken common shell fragmenrs 

or orher scaccered common fossils) rhe PI shall nocify che RE, or BI as appropriace, 

chac a non-significanc discovery has been made. The Paleoneologise shall continue 
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/ N co monicor ehe area wichouc nocificacion co MMC unless a significant resource is 

v encouncered. 

d. The PI shall submic a leccer co MMC indicacing chae fossil resources will be 

collecred, curaced, and documenced in ehe Final Monicoring Reporc. T h e leccer 

shall also indicace chae no furcher work is required. 

5.10-4 Night andlor Weekend Work 

A. If nighc and/or weekend work is included in the contracr 

1. When night and/or weekend work is included in the contract package, the extent and 

timing shall be presented and discussed at the precon meeting. 

2. The following procedures shall be followed. 

a. No Discoveries 

In rhe event chae no discoveries were encounrered during nighc and/or weekend 

work, The PI shall record che informarion on rhe CSVR and submic co M M C via 

fax by SAM on che nexc business day. 

b. Discoveries 

All discoveries shall be processed and documented usinp the exiseinf nrocedures 

decailed in Sections III - During Conscruccion. 

c. Pocencially Significanc Discoveries 

If che PI determines chae a pocencially significanc discovery has been made, che 

procedures derailed under Secrion III - During Conscrucrion shall be followed. 

d. The PI shall immediacely concacc MMC, or by SAM on che nexc business day co 

report and discuss the findings as indicated in Section III-B, unless other specific 

arrangements have been made. 

B. If night work becomes necessary during the course of construcrion 

1. The Construction Manager shall notify the RE, or BI, as appropriace, a minimum of 

24 hours before rhe work is ro begin. 

2. The RE, or BI, as appropriare, shall nocify M M C immediacely. 

C. All ocher procedures described above shall apply, as appropriace. 

5.10-5 Post Construaion 

A. Preparation and Submiccal of Draft Monicoring Reporc 

1. The PI shall submic two copies of the Draft Monitoring Reporr (even if negarive), 

prepared in accordance with the Paleontological Guidelines which describes rhe 

resulrs, analysis, and conclusions of all phases of rhe Paleoncological Monicoring 
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Program (wich appropriace graphics) co MMC for review and approval wirhin 90 days 

following che complecion of monicoring, 

a. For significanc- paleoncological resources encounrered during monitoring, the 

Paleontological Recovery Program shall be included in the Draft Monicoring 

Reporc. 

b. Recording Sires wich ehe San Diego Nacural Hisrory Museum 

The PI shall be responsible for recording (on che appropriare forms) any 

significanc or porenrially significanc fossil resources encouncered during rhe 

"" Pal^nfologicarM6nif^i^g~Progfanrin^ccordance wiclTeheXicyTPaleoneologicar 

Guidelines, and submirral of such forms ro rhe San Diego Narural Hisrory 

Museum wirh rhe Final Moniroring Reporc. 

2. MMC shall rerurn che Draft Monicoring Reporr "ro ehe PI for revision or, for 

prepararion of ehe Final Report. 

3- The PI shall submit revised Draft Moniroring Reporr ro MMC for approval. 

4. MMC shall provide wriccen verificarion eo ehe PI of che approved reporc. 

5. MMC shaU nocify the RE or BI, as appropriate, of receipr of all Draft Monicoring 

Reporc submieeals and approvals. 

B. Handling of Fossil Remains 

1. The PI shaU be responsible for ensuring rhar aU fossU remains collecced are cleaned and 

cacalogued. 

2. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring chae all fossil remains are analyzed co idenrify 

function and chronology as rhey relate to the geologic history of the area; thar faunal 

material is idencified as eo species; and chae specialey scudies are completed, as 

appropriate 

C. Curation of fossil remains: Deed of Gift and Accepcance Verificarion 

1. The PI shall be responsible for ensuring rhar all fossil remains associaced wich che 

monicoring for rhis projecc are permanencly curaced wich an appropriare institution. 

2. The PI shall include the Acceptance Verification from the curarion insticucion in che 

Final Monicoring Reporr submicced eo che RE or BI and MMC. 

D. Final Monicoring Reporr(s) 

1. The PI shall submic cwo copies of che Final Monicoring Reporc co MMC (even if 

negacive), wichin 90 days after nocificacion from MMC chac che draft reporr has been 

approved. 

2. The RE shall, in no case, issue rhe Norice of Complecion uncil receiving a copy of che 

approved Finai Monitoring Report from MMC which includes rhe Acceprance 

Verificarion from rhe curacion inscicucion. r 
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